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Kohl Speaks at Copenhagen Social Summit 


AU0204172195 Bonn BULLETIN in German 
No 22/21 Mar 95 pp 177-178 


[Speech by FRG Chancellor Helmut Kohl at the World 
Social Summit in Copenhagen on 11 March] 


[FBIS Translated Text] Mr. President, Mr. Secretary Gen- 
eral, ladies and gentlemen: First of all, | would like to 
express my cordial thanks for the hospitality that we have 
been granted in Copenhagen by the Government of the 
Kingdom of Denmark and, above all, by the citizens of this 
country. I hope that these days in Copenhagen strengthen 
the international solidarity among our peoples. 


At this summit, we have set ourselves three big goals: the 
promotion of employment, the struggle against poverty, 
and the strengthening of social cohesion in our countries. 
I deliberately chose this sequence because if we are 
successful in preserving anc creating jobs, we will also 
progress with regard to the other two goals. 


The upswing of the international econc my is linked with 
many hopes for those people affected by unemployment. 
We know that these hopes are not realized all by them- 
selves. We must ask ourselves what we can do together 
and what each of us can do in his or her own country so 
that more people are able to earn a living by working. 


More than ever we depend on each other and must rely 
on each other. No one can be indifferent to what happens 
in other continents and regions of the world. Therefore, 
we must globally improve the preconditions for free 
international trade and integrate the developing coun- 
tries more strongly into the international trade system. 
The conclusion of the GATT Uruguay round and the 
founding of the World Trade Organization, WTO, have 
paved the way for this. 


We in Germany have always understood a free world 
trade system as a mutual give and take. This is in the 
interest of everyone involved. We must achieve better 
market access for products from developing countries in 
the industrial countries. How else, if not through trade, 
can these countries earn the foreign country they require 
to buy urgently needed investment goods for the estab- 
lishment of their own efficient economy? 


Only where freedom reigns is real social progress pos- 
sible. This, ladies and gentlemen, is the experience that 
we have made over the 50 years since the end of World 
War Il in Germany and in Europe. This is also part of the 
intellectual-moral basis of the EU. A stable economic, 
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and thus social, development is not possible in the long 
run without respect for human rights and without 
democracy. 


Having their dignity and liberty respected is as impor- 
tant for human beings as the air they breathe and their 
daily bread. There is no justification for denying people 
their civil and political mghts for the sake of economic 
goals. In its preamble, the UN human rights declaration 
draws up the image of the free man, which also includes 
freedom “of fear and need.” This freedom of fear and 
need includes both: a secure existence and the enjoyment 
of civil and political freedoms. 


Historical experience shows that competition and social 
balance are part of a humane economic and social 
system. In particular, for this reason we know that 
education and training are the best and most social 
investment in the future. 


In this connection, the worldwide abolition of child labor 
is particularly urgent. We know that bans alone are 
insufficient if economic misery forces different views. 
Together with our partners in the developing countries 
and the ILO, we have, therefore, initiated a special 
program to abolish child labor. I hope that as many 
countries as possible participate in this program. 


An outstanding role in a liberal economic system with 
social balance 1s played by responsible social partners: 
trade unions and entrepreneurs. They have an essential 
influence on the sociopolitical development. Without 
their participation, social consensus and social peace 
cannot be achieved. 


Mr. President, ladies and gentlemen, Germany its not 
only among the largest donors of development aid. | 
would like to mention that over the past years, it has, like 
no other state, provided considerab'e additional means 
for the economic and social reconstruction in the new 
democracies in Central, Eastern, and southeastern 
Europe, as well as in the successor states of the former 
Soviet Union. We want these countries to be successful. 


As important as financial aid is, we must free ourselves 
from the delusion that social progress can be bought with 
money alone. Advice and practical help are just as 
important. 


In more than 30 years of development cooperation, we 
all have had to learn that the key to success is help for 
self-help. This presupposes respect for the other, just as 
understanding for the history and traditions of other 
countries and cultures. The FRG will continue to pro- 
vide further help and support within the framework of its 
possibilities and in the spirit of trusting cooperation. We 
are willing to accept our responsibility. 
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Major: Clinton Made ‘A Mistake’ Over Adams 


LD0304183695 London PRESS ASSOCIATION in 
English 1757 GMT 3 Apr 95 


[By James Hardy. Political Editor, PA News, Wash- 
ington] 


[FBIS Transcribed Text] The Pnme Minister today 
challenged Sinn Fein to stop waffling and start talking 
about handing over IRA weapons. He told republican 
leader Gerry Adams the Government was waiting for 
Sinn Fein to join “constructive discussions” about 
decommissioning arms. And at the start of his two-day 
tnp to Washington the Prime Minister demanded that 
the U.S. administration press Sinn Fein to shift ground 
and to keep a tighi grip on monitoring fundraising across 
the Atlantic. He drove home the point in a series of 
meetings with key U.S. politicians by stressing that the 
IRA remained active despite the ceasefire—and backed 
that up with what one aide described as “gruesome” 
descriptions of punishment beatings. 


But Mr Adams accused the Government of dragging its 
feet on granting talks with ministers. And in an apparent 
attempt to widen the nft between London and Wash- 
ington over the peace process. he told Mr Major io learn 
a lesson in peace-making from President Bili Clinton. 


Mr Major told reporters outside the British embassy in 
Washington: “I am less concerned about Mr Adams's 
opinion than I am about Sinn Fein deciding they will 
come and talk about decommissioning. 


“The important thing now ts Sinn Fein honour what they 
have been implying—they decide they mean what they 
say, they come along. they engage 1n constructive discus- 
sion that leads to the decommissioning of arms and 
taking them out of Northern Ireland politics. 


“That 1s what concerns me and that is what I wish to hear 
from Mr Adams.” 


The Prime Minister today received private—but not 
public—assurances that the U.S. Secretary of State 
Warren Christopher that [as received] the administra- 
tion was pressing Sinn Fein to commit itself to talks on 
arms and was committed to proper auditing of fundrais- 
ing. But Mr Christopher declined an invitation at a joint 
news briefing to restate Washington's position. 


Both sides claimed the bitter row over the president's 
decision to over-rule British objections and invite Mr 
Adams to a White House reception was in the past. Mr 
Christopher insisted the U.S. and Britain enjoyed “very 
strong” relations and added: “The issue that arose a few 
weeks ago is now ancient hi.tory and we are pulling 
together on a broad range of issues.” 


Later, Mr Major said there was “no doubt” that the 
Americans were keen to see the talks in Northern Ireland 
continue and the decommissioning of arms to start. He 
made light of the row but refused to talk in terms of a 
“special relationship” with Washington. 
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“There is a relationship between the United Kingdom 
and the United States of shared interests. We have had 
that relationship of shared interests for many years,” he 
said. 


“Occasionally there are spats as there are in the best of 
families, but they are very rare.” 


But the dispute has cast a shadow over the Prime 
Minister's two- day visit to Washington and is bound to 
feature prominently in talks with President Clinton 
tomorrow. 


Mr Major also had a meeting at the Senate with Repub- 
lican leader Robert Dole and Democrat leader Tom 
Daschle, toured the Pentagon with the top brass of the 
U.S. armed forces and had lunch with senior U.S. 
politicians on the economic and trade side. 


The Prime Minister bluntly accused President Clinton of 
making “a mistake” over the Adams issue but insisted he 
did not feel snubbed by the President. 


“I believe it was a mistake. There is a difference between 
a mistake and a snub,” he said in an interview for BBC 
TV's Panorama programme. 


“It was a mistake that Mr Adams was received in the 
United States and I made that clear to the United States. 


“We are very close allies. We agree on many things ... on 
the subject of Mr Adams's reception in the United States 
we differed and that is a matter of record. 


“No doubt we will have the opportunity of discussing it 
in ihe next day or two.” 


Mr Major said the Government was not yet in a position 
to start talks with Sinn Fein involving ministers because 
of the problem over decommissioning. 


He added: “We are not quite there yet. I hope we very 
soon will be.” 


Challenges Adams 


LD0304142995 London PRESS ASSOCIATION in 
English 1348 GMT 3 Apr 95 


[By James Hardy, Political Correspondent, PA News, 
Washington] 


[FBIS Transcribed Text] John Major today challenged 
Sinn Fein leader Gerry Adams to sit down and talk about 
the IRA giving up its weapons. He dismissed a warning 
by Mr Adams not to jeopardise the peace process by 
continuing to stall on ministerial talks. And he received 
private assurances from leading figures in the US admin- 
istration that Washington would contiue to put pressure 
on Sinn Fein to start talks on decommissioning arms. 


The issue was raised briefly at a working breakfast at the 
British Embassy in Washington with U.S. Secretary of 
State Warren Christopher. Mr Adams today said he had 
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no confidence in the way the Prime Minister was han- 
dling the peace process. In an apparent attempt to drive 
a further wedge between Mr Major and President Bill 
Clinton, he urged Britain to follow the example set by the 
US. 


At a joint news briefing with Mr Christopher outside the 
embassy, the Prime Minister said: “I am less concerned 
about Mr Adams's opinion than I am about Sinn Fein 
deciding they will come and talk about decommis- 
sioning. 


“The important thing now is Sinn Fein honours what 
they have been implying for some time—they decide 
they mean what they say, they come along, they engage in 
constructive discussion that leads to decommissioning of 
arms and taking them out of Northern Ireland politics. 


“That 1s what concerns me and that is what I wish to hear 
from Mr Adains.” 


Mr Major and Mr Christopher were at pains to stress the 
strength of Anglo-American relations following the bitter 
row last month over the U.S. decision to invite Mr 
Adams to a White House reception in the face of fierce 
British opposition. 


Mr Major pointedly refused to use the phrase “special 
relationship” to describe relations between London and 
Washington. 


“There is a relationship between the United Kingdom 
and the United States of shared interests. We have had 
that relationship of shared interests for many years, we 
tend to look at the same problems in the same way. 


“Occasionally there are spats as there are in the best of 
families but they are very rare.” 


Mr Christopher said the two countries shared a common 
history, common language and common interests. “I see 
that relationship as being a very strong one. We look to 
British colleagues and they look to us on many issues for 
advice,” he said. Of the row over Sinn Fein, he added: 
“The issue that arose a few weeks ago is now ancient 
history and we are pulling together on a broad range of 
issues. 


Mr Major said the row with the United States was now 
“behind us” although it was no secret the two govern- 
ments had had a disagreement on the Sinn Fein issue. 


“There is no doubt the U.S. administration 1s keen to see 
these talks continue and keen to see the decommis- 
sioning of arms,” he said after a meeting at the Senate 
with Republican leader Bob Dole. 


Adams Accuses Major 


L.D0404114495 London PRESS ASSOCIATION in 
English 1102 GMT 4 Apr 95 


[By James Hardy, Press Association Political Editor, in 
Washington] 
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{[FBIS Transcribed Text] John Major was today visting 
the White House with little sign that the frosty relations 
brought on by the bitter row over Sinn Fein were 
thawing. The Prime Minister was pulling no punches 'n 
making known his anger at the hero’s welcome extended 
to republican leader Gerry Adams by US politicians las* 
month. And on the eve of talks with Bill Clinton—who 
personally invited Mr Adams to a high-profile White 
House reception—Mr Major bluntly told the president 
he had made “a mistake”. 


He was also involved in sharp exchanges with con- 
gressmen on Capitol Hill who suggested that Britain was 
“foot-dragging™ and arguing over small print in delaying 
ministerial talks with Sinn Fein. 


Mr Major was visiting the White House for three hours 
of talks and a working lunch at which Northern Ireland 
was expected to feature prominently. He was expected to 
demand firm assurances that the US administration was 
pressing Sinn Fein to start talking about handing over 
IRA weapons and has set in hand tight monitoring 
procedures for republican fund-raising. 


British officials were privately hoping the president 
would help mend fences by coming out with a firm 
statement on what Washington expects from Sinn Fein. 


In an interview with BBC TV's Panorama programme, 
the Prime Minister dismissed talk of a snub over the US. 
decision to invite Mr Adams to the White House in the 
face of British opposition. “I believe it was a mistake. 
There is a difference between a mistake and a snub. | 
think it was a mistake that Mr Adams was received as he 
was in the United States and I made that very clear to the 
United States,” he said. 


“We are very close allies, we agree on very many things 
... on the subject of Mr Adams's reception in the United 
States we differed and that is a matter of record.” 


Publicly both sides were claiming the Adams row was 
behind them but the Prime Minister was losing no 
opportunity to drive home the Government's suspicion 
of Sinn Fein motives. He was said to have described in 
“gruesome” detail the rising tide of punishment beatings 
that have carried on since the ceasefire during a series of 
meetings with key political figures. 


In one meeting he was accused of “foot-dragging™ by 
leading congressman Ben Gillman and arguing over 
semantics to delay progress by pro-Irish congressman 
Pete King. British diplomats said the Prime Minister 
gave Mr King a “polite but crisp” reply in which he 
spelled out the reasons why Britain would not link the 
handover of IRA weapons to disarming :he RUC [Royal 
Ulster Constabulary] and the British army in Ulster. He 
accused Sinn Fein of setting up a “roadblock” on talks 
and said the logical conclusion of its demands was a 
withdrawal of British troops from sovereign territory. 


As John Major prepared for his meeting with the Presi- 
dent, Gerry Adams again accused him of delaying peace 
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talks. The Sinn Fein president said Mr Major should 
“stop talking at Sinn Fein and start talking to us”. He 
insisted that Sinn Fein wanted to engage in “serious, 
constructive, detailed and substantive discussions” on 
all relevant issues with British Ministers. He said Mr 
Major knew that. “It 1s he who is delaying peace talks. 
This ts the nub of the matter. Mr Major should recognise 
the nghts of Sinn Fein voters.” 


But he again demanded that talks include the one thing 
the Government has stood out again—demilitarisation. 


West Urged To Respect Russian Security Concerns 
MS0404090295 London THE INDEPENDENT in 
English 4 Apr 95 p 14 


[Editorial: “Cuddling The Russian Bear” | 


[FBIS Transcribed Text] If Nato expands eastwards too 
quickly Russia will take “counter measures”, Russia's 
Defence Minister, Pavel Grachev, warned darkly yes- 
terday. In retaliation, he threatened to renege on the 
Conventional Forces in Europe Treaty and to create new 
armed formations in areas where the Russians feel 
vulnerable—such as the North Caucasus, and facing the 
Baltic states. 


This is tough talking. The treaty, implemented in 1992, 
has led to the destruction of thousands of heavy 
armoured vehicles, aircraft and helicopters. Signed by 
members of Nato and the former Warsaw Pact, it has 
helped European security immeasurably, thanks to con- 
tacts between the military on both sides which have 
established how many weapons each side holds and that 
agreed reductions have in fact taken place. In the course 
of such inspections, British soldiers swilled beer in Czech 
breweries and Russian soldiers prised barn doors open 
with crowbars to prove there was nothing hidden inside. 


Given the goodwill that has been developed, the West 
would be wise to feel concerned about Russia's fit of 
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pique. British officials are probably mght to suspect a 
measure of bluster and posturing. The agreed weapons 
reductions are due to be completed in November, so 
pulling out of the treaty would be mainly symbolic. In 
any case, the material destroyed is old: its removal will 
enable the Russians to develop smaller, better quality 
forces. Yet Moscow is serious about checking the east- 
ward march of Nato, which threatens to isolate the 
Russians. The Kremlin may realise that Nato has no 
predatory ambitions. Indeed, talk of “Nato expansion” 
is a bit misleading: the countries of Eastern Europe want 
to join Nato. But the Russians have their pride and 
legitimate security concerns. 


They are also prepared to act on their fears. Nobody who 
witnessed the awesome destruction of Grozny, a city 
once home to 400,000 people, blown to bits by Russian 
artillery and air power, can doubt that Russia is still 
capable of accepting—and inflicting—unbelievable suf- 
fering. Wave after wave of 18-year-olds were thrown into 
the inferno. This was the Russia we recognise from 
history. Its anger is terrible, and it will even inflict 
suffering on itself to prove a point. The conflict was 
wasteful and brutal. But the Russians won. 


General Grachev was held responsible for the Grozny 
carnage. But he is still Defence Minister. It is also worth 
remembering that although the Russian military played 
an inglorious role in the Grozny episode, it has otherwise 
proved itself less opposed to reform than might have 
been expected. In 1991 and 1993, the military did not 
intervene on behalf of ihe forces of reaction: President 
Yeltsin ts in its debt and so, perhaps is the West. 


So recent history dictates that we should treat Russian 
security concerns with respect. That way we may not 
only preserve the remarkable disarmament and confi- 
dence-building achievements of the past few years. We 
may also enable the process of reform, however imper- 
fect, however halting, to continue. 
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Cabinet Adopts Nuclear Nonproliferation Report 
LD0404104495 Berlin DDP/ADN in German 0948 
GMT 4 Apr 95 


{FBIS Translated Text] Bonn (DDP/ADN)—The 
German Government will continue to make efforts to 
promote worldwide disarmament and arms control. The 
most important objective is the indefinite extension of 
the Nuclear Nonproliferation Treaty by the end of this 
year. This is stated in the Annual Report on Disarma- 
ment 1994, adopted by the German Cabinet in Bonn 
today. 


Foreign Minister Klaus Kinkel stressed that the prolifer- 
ation of weapons of mass destruction still poses a threat 
to international security. This also applies to nuclear 
smuggling, he added. The uncontrolled stockpiling of 
conventional weapons in numerous crisis areas is an 
“acute threat to peace,” Kinkel said. The millions of 
landmines which “claim victims among innocent people 
every day” are a particularly serious problem, the min- 
ister said. The German Government will make increased 
efforts to find a solution in this area, he added. 


Kinkel Meets Turkey's Inonu, Urges End to Attack 


LD0304120495 Berlin DDP/ADN in German 1035 
GMT 3 Apr 95 


{[FBIS Translated Text] Bonn (DDP/ADN)—German 
Foreign Minister Klaus Kinkel has called on Turkey to 
end the military operation against the Kurds in northern 
Iraq “as quickly as possible.” After talks with his Turkish 
counterpart, Erdal Inonu, in Bonn today, Kinkel again 
spoke in favor of a political solution to the Kurdish 
problem. At the same time, he regretted the attacks on 
Turkish premises in Germany. 


Inonu gave an assurance that Turkey will withdraw from 
northern Iraq as soon as the operation against the 
terrorist Kurds is over, but he did not give an exact date. 
The Turkish foreign minister justified the action against 
the Kurds by describing it as self- defense against the 
“terrorism” being conducted against Turkey from 
northern Iraq by the banned Kurdistan Workers’ Party, 
PKK. At the same time, he stressed that no German 
weapons are being used. 


Inonu arrived in Germany last night. This afternoon 
(1500) he and Kinkel intend to meet again for further 
talks. This evening (1700) Inonu is scheduled to meet 
SPD [Social Democratic Party] leader Rudolf Scharping. 
Tomorrow morning (0845) Inonu will meet lower house 
President Rita Suessmuth, and after that he will fly on to 
Washington. After his trip to washington, Inonu will 
conduct talks with the French Government in Paris. 


Regarding a solution to the Kurdish problem, Kinkel 
suggested that the Kurds be granted largely cultural 
autonomy. Inonu emphasized that work is continuing on 
developing democracy and solving the constitutional 
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issues in Turkey, including the Kurdish problems. The 
Kurdish issue in northern Iraq is an “unsolved outcome” 
of the Gulf war. An “authority vacuum” has been 
created in that region. Protecting the frontiers between 
Turkey and northern Iraq ts a “regional task”. However, 
Turkey's territorial integrity must be preserved. 


Kinkel stressed that Turkey and Germany have been 
friends for decades. Furthermore, Turkey is a NATO 
partner. The Germans are dutybound toward the 2.1 
million Turks, including 400,000 Kurds, living in Ger- 
many. Anyone taking part in attacks will have to be 
punished “with the full force” of the law, and, if neces- 


sary, be deported. 


Inonu called for additional security measures for his 
Turkish compatriots in Germany. Statements by the 
German security authorities, to the effect that it is not 
possible to post a policeman outside cach and every 
Turkish establishment in Germany, could encourage the 
PKK to further attacks. 


Inonu ARD TV Interview 


AU0404075995 Munich ARD Television Network in 
German 2030 GMT 3 Apr 95 


[Interview with Turkish Foreign Minister Erdal Inonu by 
Ulrich Wickert in Bonn on 3 April—recorded; Inonu 
answers in English with simultaneous German transla- 
tion} 


[FBIS Translated Text] [Wickert] Mr. Inonu, the 
German foreign minister today called on you to with- 
draw Turkish troops from Iraq, tomorrow if possible. 
What did you answer him? 


[Incnu] He did not exactly do that. li was very inter- 
esting. We had a useful talk, and | explained to him the 
reasons for our operation in northern Iraq. 


This is a limited operation, limited in scope, goals, and 
duration. The goal is to eradicate the PKK [Workers 
Party of Kurdistan] terrorists and their bases; they are 
organized there and benefit from the lack of authority in 
northern Iraq. The intention is to eradicate these bases as 
soon as possible and then return to our own territory to 
make sure that in the future there will be no more attacks 
on Turkey from northern Iraq in order to commit 
massacres in Turkey. 


The fact that there is no order there nowadays is not 
Turkey's fault. It is the result of the Guif War, and no 
solution has yet been found for it. There is an authority 
vacuum in northern Iraq, and the PKK terrorists have 
moved from there, they have benefited from this 
vacuum to organize their bases and attack innocent 


people in Turkey. 


[Wickert] Mr. Kinkel says that he told you he would 
prefer you to withdraw tomorrow if possible. How long, 
do you think, you will stay there? 
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{[Inonu] We certainly want to withdraw as soon as 
possible. However, it will not happen tomorrow or the 
next day. It would be wrong to think that. If one were to 
do that, one would not be seriously thinking about this 
issue. You see how many problems we have today with 
the PKK. It 1s a terrorist organization. 


In Germany there have also been attacks on German 
shops and houses over the past three months. There have 
been about 120 attacks. It is very difficult while these 
things are happening—is the German Government noi 
trying to stop these attacks? Of course, it tres, but 1 15 
not easy to achieve. One can see that, if it is so difficult 
in Germany, in such a civilized country, where there ts 
perfect order. it is all the more difficult in mountain 
areas in northern Iraq to deal with terrorist groups that 
have been based there for months. 


[Wickert] German experts think that weapons delivered 
from Germany are also being used in northern Iraq. This 
violaces the agreements. Why 1s this being done? 


[Inonu] | have no such information. I have not seen any 
official announcements in the press that anything like 
that 1s happening. I must tell you that I object to such 
questions. What 1s the purpose of this operation? We are 
trying to defend our people 


Just mmagine there were such a no-man’s land in Europe, 
where terrorist groups organize themselves and attack 
the people all around. and then the people in the coun- 
tnes around this no-man’s land are told that they may 
use only certain weapons to defend themselves and not 
others. Is this useful” 


I do not see that we are using German weapons. | do not 
have any information that this ts being done, but | am 
trying to tell you that this 1s not a good viewpoint for 
looking at this problem. This is not in the spirit of 
cooperation between two peoples who have had such a 
longstanding fnendship and alliance. 


[Wickert] Thank you very much, Mr. Inonu. 


Inonu BILD Interview 
AU0404110695 Hamburg BILD in German 4 Ar: 95 p 2 


[Interview with Turkish Foreign Minister Er Jal Inonu by 
Einar Koch; place and date not ziven: “ “O ur People Are 
Living in Fear] 


{FBIS Translated Text] [Koch] Mr. Minister, is Turkey 
disappointed with Germany?” 


[Inonu] We have been very sad about the way in which 
our friend Germany has behaved in the Kurdish conflict. 
We could not understand why our fight against the 
terrorist organization PKK [Workers Party of Kurdi- 
stan] to protect innocent people has been portrayed as an 
invasion in Germany. 


[Koch] What do you expect Germany to do? 
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[Inonu] The Federal Government his to fight the PKK 
and its successor Organizations more decisively. In Dues- 
seldorf, for instance, the PKK was even allowed to 
demonstrate under its own name. This tolerance ts 
giving PKK terrorism a fresh impetus. 


[Koch] Will Germany have to cancel its halt on arms 
supplies” 


{Inonu] Yes, sanctions like that are incompatible with 
our fnendship. That ts also what | told Mr. Kinkel. 


[Koch] Are the German police doing enough to protect 
Turkish citizens? 


{Inonu}] Looking at the results, on must say that the 
German police are not doing enough. There have been 
120 attacks on Turkish facilities, shops, and apartments 
over the past three months. The perpetrators have not 
been found. Our citizens, who contribute a great deal to 
Germany's economic and social system, are living in 
great fear. 


[Koch] Could Turkey become a fundamentalist state? 


{Inonu] It would be very helpful if our friends and 
partners took a more objective look at the situation in 
Turkey and drew their own conclusions. It can always 
happen that a nation that is treated unjustly fights back 
and that this leads to unwanted developments. 


DIE WELT Commentary 
AL0304145195 Berlin DIE WELT in German 3 Apr 95 
po 


{Martin S. Lambeck commentary: “Words to a Fnend™] 


[FBIS Translated Text] One should almost be grateful to 
the Christian Social Union and its leading politicians 
Michael Glos and Edmund Stoiber for criticizing the 
government's Turkish policy on the eve of the visit to 
Bonn of the new Turkish Foreign Minister Erdal Inonu. 
No one denies the fact that Turkey, a NATO partner, 
must finally respect human rights vis-a-vis the Kurdish 
minority at home. But at the same time it must be borne 
in mind that the Turks, Germany's friends and allies, are 
engaged in a bloody war against the terrorist Kurdish 
Workers Party [PKK]. 


Therefore it ts odd that some politicians from the Chris- 
tian Democratic Union/Christian Social Union and Free 
Democratic Party are joining the German left in criti- 
cizing Ankara’s military operations in the Turkish-Iraqi 
border areas. These operations against the frontline 
PKK enjoy military backing from other Kurdish groups, 
so that there can be no talk of a war between the “Turks” 
and the “Kurds.” 


Germany must have the greatest concern for a stable and 
partnerlike Turkey with clear links to the West. Those 
who weaken the unstable democracy by means of indi- 
rect support for the PKK merely pave the way for 
Muslims and other extremists. Experience teaches us 
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that only a stable and democratic government ts in a 
position to handle ethnic minorities. Therefore a strong 
and successful government in Ankara ts an indispensabie 
condition for greater equality for the Kurds in Turkey. 


The government is now facing the task of working out a 
conclusive Turkish policy. Traditional German-Turkish 
friendship must lie at the heart of this policy. But this 
policy includes telling Turkey that human rights on the 
Bosporus must be the same as human mghts in Europe. 
One must make it clear to Ankara that it cannot enter- 
tain the illusion that by means of its present operations it 
can silently annex a part of northern Iraq. 


Scharping Condemns Arms Deliveries to Turkey 


LD0404082795 Berlin DDP/ADN in German 0711 
GMT 4 Apr 95 


[FBIS Translated Excerpt] Cologne (DDP/ADN)—Social 
Democratic Party [SPD] Chairman Rudolf Scharping has 
strongly criticized the German Government's arms deliv- 
eries to Turkey. This ts a “wretched policy.” Scharping 
said on Deutschlandfunk radio today. It cannot be ruled 
out that the arms wil! be used to fire at women and 
children, Scharping added. It 1s the SPD's view that arms 
exports should simply be ceased and that restrictive prac- 
tices need to be adopted. the politician said. 


Although the German Government is not to blame for 
developments in northern Iraq, it “shares a certain 
responsibility” for the development of Turkish politics. 
which also has repercussions in Germany, Scharping 
said. [passage omitted] 


Kinkel Delivers Statement About Czech Relations 


AU0204193995 Busan BULLETIN in German 
No 21/20 Mar 95 pp 172-174 


[“Government Statement on German-Czech Relations” 
delivered by FRG Foreign Minister Klaus Kinkel at the 
Bundestag debate in Bonn on 17 March] 


{[FBIS Translated Text] Madam President, ladies and 
gentlemen: On 8 May we will celebrate the 50th anniver- 
sary oi the end of World War Il. The fall of the Iron 
Curtain has brought us Germans the gift of unification 
and the opportunity to reconcile with our neighbors. 
Europe has been given the opportunity for a common 
new beginning in peace and freedom. 


Since the fall of the Wall, Germany, like almost no other 
country, has been trying to use this opportunity for a 
united Europe. We are the advocate of our eastern 
neighbors, including our Czech neighbors, in their return 
to a Europe for which they have longed for decades. The 
European Council in Essen, which was also attended by 
the Cvech prime minister, was a milestone on the path 
toward the EU. 


Bilaterally, too, we have put our relationships with all 
our eastern neighbors on a new level. This ts also true for 
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our relations with Czechoslovakia, with whom we signed 
the treaty on good neighborly and friendly cooperation 
on 27 February 1992. Clearing up matters with our 
important close Czech neighbors 1s a very special con- 
cern for us, especially for the chancellor and myself. 
What the Germans did to the Czechs in the past and 
what the Sudeten Germans later had to suffer from the 
Czechs must not bar the view to a common future. 


On the basis of the good neighborly treaty, we have made 
quite some progress. Of course, after the separation from 
the Slovaks, the Czechs at firsi concentrated more on 
themselves. Meanwhile. this has changed, and we wel- 
come this very much. 


Bilateral contacts between our governments and our 
parliaments are very close and intensive. Today Ger- 
many is by far the Czech Republic's most important 
trading partner. German companies there are the most 
important investors. Thank God that after the initial 
problems, there is now hardly any talk of the fear of 
having too many foreigners in the country. The modern- 
ization of existing and the opening of new border check- 
points cannot be fast enough, and this is true for both 
sides. 


It is also particularly gratifying that youth exchanges 
have developed very well. In 1994 6,000 young Germans 
and Czechs participated in exchange programs financed 
by the Federal Government. Experience tells us that just 
as many young people are participating in programs that 
are financed by laender, communities, churches, and 
private sponsors. 


More than half a million Czechs are learning German 
today. We are sending teachers and experts to the Czech 
Republic who focus on the basic and advanced training 
of teachers. The Goethe Institute in Prague, which | 
opened in 1993. is also contributing to the spreading of 
the German language. in addition to its cultural pro- 
gram. Two-thirds of its large number of regular cus- 
tomers come from the young and middle-age genera- 
tion—this 1s a great cultural policy opportunity for us. 


Access to the German language and culture is also 
offered by the 13 meeting centers, which are financed by 
the Federal Government. These are no islands. They 
serve the exchange between the German minority and 
their Czech surroundings and are available to German 
visitors as places of first contact. 


Conversely. it 1s gratifying that in Germany, the interest 
in our Czech neighbors is growing constantly, especially 
in the border regions. In Bavaria and in Saxony, there is 
not only Czech language instruction in secondary schools 
but also the opportunity to receive training as a teacher 
of Czech. Laender like Hamburg and North Rhine- 
Westphalia, which are far from the border, have also 
developed comprehensive exchange and sponsorship 
programs with the Czech Republic. 


We hope that the Czech side will soon be ready to found 
a bilateral government commission for border-crossing 
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cooperation. I have particularly urged this. Uafortu- 
nately, we are not yet quite there. | hope that this will 
soon be the case. 


Today the German 1. ority, whose members are quite 
dispersed, are supported by both sides. For a long time, 
they were subjected to massive pressure for adaptation. 
Today they 2re on a not so easy path of regaining their 
cultural identity. The Federal Government and the 
Sudeten German association help them with that. This is 
recognized by the Czech Government and not watched 
suspiciously, which is particularly gratifying. 


Ladies and gentlemen, this generally positive picture of 
bilateral relations 1s even enlarged if one adds and looks 
at the European dimension. The Czech Republic is 
associated to the EU and it 1s certain that it will submit 
its application for EU membership by the end of this 
year. We will support it in this. 


The Czechs are nightly proud of what they have achieved 
within a short period of time. We have helped them. We, 
too, are pleased with their success. There 1s no doubt that 
the Czech Republic will be among the first candidates for 
the EU's expansion to the East, even though there is still 
much to be done—for instance, in adjusting laws. Prague 
may continue to rely on German support and, in partic- 
ular, also on the chancellor's support and my own 
support 


This also applies to the issuc of future NATO member- 
ship. In November 1994, the first German-Czech 
maneuvers took place in the border region within the 
framework of the Partnership for Peace, almost unno- 
ticed by the public and without any problems. | think 
that this is an example of good, normal neighborly 
re.ations. 


Bringing our eastern neighbors—and we are saying this, 
in particular, to our Czech neighbors—closer to the EU 
and to NATO remains a historical challenge and task for 
ail Europeans, especially for us Germans. We also owe 
our unification to the people who took to the sireets for 
freedom in Prague and elsewhere. We have not forgotten 
that. Therefore, we have a special responsibility for 
bringing the European family together. 


In the sphere of the United Nations, where Germans and 
Czechs are currently members of the Security Councii, 
we are cooperating well and closely. Let me state 
expressly that we particularly appreciate the courageous 
Czech involvement in the former Yugoslavia. 


Ladies and gentlemen, the Cerman-Czech relationship 
also includes the problems of centuries of common 
history with its high points and low points, especially the 
shadows of the most recent, fateful past. 


We Germans did the Czechs a terrible injustice. How- 
ever, later, at the end of World War Il, the Sudeten 
Germans suffered injustices, too, through expulsion and 
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expropnation. This caused wounds for 2ver ne, which 
have not yet fully healed and are still «¢r pewnful for 
both sides. 


Should all this be forgotten? Can one simply draw a line, 
simply close the book? I think not. History does not 
know any final end. It remains with us, it is part of our 
lives. However, genesal judgments are 2lso wrong, and 
there 1s no collective guilt. 


It must be our common goal to break the vicious circle of 
injustice and counterinjgustice, of accusations and cows: 
teraccusations. This presupposes the insight that there is 
neither perfect justice nor does anyone have a lease 5 
truth. There are no simple solutions in this connection. 
as they are indicated to a certain extent in the motions 
that have been subraitted. 


The essential thing is that we want to make our relations 
with our so important Czech neighbors as close and 
friendly and full or partnership as we have, thank God, 
managed with our Western partners. 


If there is one person who has become virtually the 
symbol of a future-oriented, reconciliatory policy 
between the Germans and the Czechs, it is President 
Vaclav Havel. Both peoples owe much to him. 


In particular because we respect him so much and—I 
repeat—both peoples owe so much to him, I say that we 
are disappointed about several things in the speech he 
recently held at the Charles University in Prague. Of 
course, we see in this speech the serious will for real, 
profound reconciliation. We see the outstretched hand, 
and we want to take this hand. However, this presup- 
posed readiness on both sides. 


I quote from the joint statement of the German and 
Czech bishops: 


Reconciliation between the members of different peo- 
ples is primarily a mental process. A revision of every- 
thing that happened 50 years ag is hardly possible. Only 
those solutions will last that are commi‘tted to the 
common welfare of both states and of Europe. They 
must observe the limits set for any buman justice; 
Therefore, they must not demand the impossible and 
must consider the consequences for all people affected. 


This is what the joint statement of the German and 
Czech bishops said. 


I know that the large majority of the Sudeten Germans in 
our country also holds this view now. 


In the Czech Republic, there are still victims of severe 
Nazi injustice, which was committed by the Germans. 
We owe these people justice and satisfaction. Accord- 
ingly, we will and want to act as we have done in other 
comparable cases. And we know that time is of the 
essence. 


However, other injustices were also done. Anyone who 
wants to heal must take care of the entire wound, not just 
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part of i. Regarding the issue of Nazi injustice, the 
Federal Government, the chancellor, and myself are 
seriously trying to reach a solution that will lead to 
peace, a balance, and reconciliation between the Ger- 
mans and the Czechs and not the opposite. 


President Havel offers the expelled Sudeten Germans to 
welcome them as guests. We hope the Czech Govern- 
ment goes one step further and speaks of “former fellow- 
citizens” who couid become fellow- citizens again if they 
so wish. In this connection, we have noticed with great 
attention what my Czech counterpart said a few days ago 
on this matter. This 1s remarkable. Such a step would be 
a sign of greatness and of real European thinking for the 
future. 


In particular, we very much wish the Czech side to make 
its own efforts to deal with the injured sense of justice of 
many Sudeten Germans. This means, above ali, aoi to 
refuse to talk. I think that this is the minimum. I have 
persona.ly tned to achieve this in many discussions: 
unfortunately, I have made only a very smail beginning. 
I ask tine Czech side at least not to refuse to talk. 


Regardless of the legal assessment of the Benes Decrees, 
ac..v word of distancing from the collective attribution 
of guilt and the dubious character of the amnesty regu- 
lations at that time would also be an important gesture. 
I say quite frankly that we are shocked by the ruling of 
the Czech Constitutional Court regarding the legality of 
Benes Decree No 108. Certainly, we must respect the 
ruling of an independent court. However, we appeal to 
the Czech Government not to let this ruling cause new 
disharmony. 

Ladies and gentlemen, President Havel demands 
replacing the time of monologues with “real dialogue.” 
This is precisely what we want. I think we should take 
each other at our word and quickly settle the still open 
questions of our relationship in the interest of the 
citizens in both countries, in the interest of our two 
peoples, and in the interest of Europe. 


BKA Finds ‘Indeterminate’ Chemicals in Raid 
AU0204173295 Hamburg BILD in German 1 Apr 95 
pp i, 2 


{Report by Einar Koch: “Porson Gas? Terror Alarm in 
Bonn™] 


[FBIS Translated Text] There is a red alert at the Federal 
Office of Criminal Investigations (BKA) and the security 
authorities in Bonn: During a nationwide investigation 
of the neo-Nazi scene last week, police also seized 
“indeterminate substances and chemicals.” This 1s what 
a secret BKA report says (which has been obtained by 
BILD). 


Says an investigator: “We are investigating whether 
these might be substances that could be used for pro- 
ducing poison gas. We have the not-unjustified worry 
that nght-wing extremist terrorists no longer shy away 
from poison gas attacks.” 
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The search armed against the neo-Nazrs took place a few 
days after the arrest of “U.S. Hitler” Gary Rex Lauck 
(41) wn Copenhagen. Police examined 82) objects of the 
banned NSDAP/AO [National Socialist German 
Workers Party/Foreign Organization] 


According to the BKA report. in additron to chemicals. 
the following th:ngs. among others. were seized 


A submachine gun with belt. detonation cord, parts for 
the AK47 automatic nmfle. 23 pistols and revolvers. 
several hundred rou»<: of ammunition. propaganda 
material, membership cards of the NSDAP/ AO. one 
personal computer. and several computer disks 


The BKA report. which has been obtained by BILD. says 
“The evaluation of the rmpounded evidence continues.” 


Says an investigator. “After the porson gas attack im 
Tokyo, we are, naturally, particularly attentive when we 
find chemicals whose purpose is not clear immediately ~ 


The BKA has been investigating since January the 41- 
year-old “U.S. Hitler” for. among other things. the 
formation of a terrorist association (Article 129 of the 
Penal Code). Lauck is currently in detention pending 
extradition in Denmark. 


Waigel Addresses Bundestag on 1995 Budget 
AU 3103120695 Munich ARD Television Network in 
German 0801 GMT 31 Mar 95 


[Staternent by Finance Minister Theo Waigel in the 
Bundestag in Bonn—live] 


{[FRIS Translated Text}; Mr. President, ladies and gen- 
tlemen: Yesterday, the leader of the opposition, Scharp- 
ing. spoke about canceling the solidanty pact. | can only 
say that I absolutely do not understand where he got that 
idea from. The Federal Government, this coalition. 
supports the solidarity pact—including all its details. If, 
mm the mmtroduction to their own bill, the laender express 
that if the situation were to improve to such an extent 
that the revenues mm the mew laender are higher than 
provided for by the financial equalization scheme. these 
higher revenues would, of course, have tc be returned via 
portions of the value-added tax [VAT}—and not to the 
federal government but the taxpayers. It is unacceptable 
that this financial equalization between the federal and 
laender governments in support of German unity be 
used by any public authority for other purposes 


Ladies and gentiemen: We do not want to change the 
burden-sharing within the framework of the solidanty 
pact, either. This is exactly why we want to modify the 
VAT distribution to compensate for negative effects on 
the laender resulting from tax deductions for child 
benefits 


Ladies and gentlemen: | read through Mr. Scharping’s 
speech again. He has. indeed, called for child benefits to 
be incorporated into the tax tables, child benefits that. 
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incidentally, do not affect the distribution of funds 
between the federal, laender, and local governments. So 
far so good. Only, if you grant people child benefits as 
non-taxable benefits, that is to say if you do not incor- 
porate them into the tax tables, you can introduce a 
regulation via Article 4a of the Basic Law. This mears a 
new funding of child benefits via the laender’s direct 
assumption of a share of the expenditure. This is not 
excctly what we are planning, but we would deduct it 
from tax, which, of course, requires a redistribution of 
VAT, for which we are prepared to the benefit of the 
laender. 


After hearing the Party of Democratic Socialism repre- 
sentative here and her lament in connection with 
German unity, I would like to say the following: Mrs. 
Luft, the only thing I care to remember after hearing 
what you have said here is a poster I saw in Leipzig in 
early 1990 that read: Willing To Swap East Mark and 
Luft for DM and Waigel. [applause] Ladies and gen- 
tlemen; I am quite sure that people’s opinion in this 
connection has not changed. 


Against its better judgment, the Social Democratic Party 
[SPD] has also revived the old story of alleged budget 
holes and planned tax increases that have been kept 
secret so far. You graphically stated that we achieved our 
budget objectives with the accuracy of a sawed-off 
shotgun. Ladies and gentlemen: When the gun backfires, 
which is the case with you year after year, then the 
accuracy is even more probleinatic than in the case of a 
shotgun. [applause] 


In all those years, with the exception of 1993, we 
remained below expected figures, and in 1994 and 1995 
accumulated about DM20 billion less in debts than 
expected; this is certainly success that can be explained 
by our very prudent policy. 


We have always made our plans on the safe side. While 
you were in power you always exceeded your debt 
targets. Ladies and gentlemen: Any budget that you 
presented was actually a supplementary budget, because 
you hardly ever presented a budget before mid-year. This 
has changed, and | think that is something positive. 
[applause] 


Besides, if | may remind you of the first all-German 
financial plan of 1991, then I would say that the DM50 
billion in 1994 expenditures that were higher than orig- 
inally planned are due to two factors: First, a DM24- 
billion increase in spending on the labor market, aid a 
DM15-increase in the subsidies to the German Unity 
Fund. I don’t think anybody in this house will deny that. 
Considering, then, that three years later the deviztion 
from the predicted 1994 financial plan made in 1991 was 
only slightly more than DM10 billion, this is not bad 
planning, and one can say that we have come quite close 
to achieving what we wanted. [applause] 


I do not want to accuse anyone of having made false 
predictions. Mr. Wieczorek, this can happen to anyone. 
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For 1993 you predicted DM80 billion, when, in fact, it 
‘urned out to be DM67 billion. Your predecessor, t:.° 
nonorable Mr. Walther predicted DM80 billion in 1994, 
and it turned out to be DM50 billion. It is not a disgrace 
to be wrong in one’s prediction. Cnly, afterwards one 
should say: well, | made a mistake, things turned out 
better than I thought. Let us ali be happy that things did 
turn out better. [applause] 


We are making solid plans, which is why we do not have 
to hide any tax increases. We are telling the citizens 
frankly what they have to expect. And the citizens know 
that in 1996, we will reduce the burden of tax and rates 
by DM30 billion in real terms. That is good for the 
economy, and it is good for the supply side and, more 
importantly, for the demand side. And socially, it will be 
very well balanced, particularly when I think about 


[passage indistinct]. 


That is not enough leeway to increase dividends. 
[applause] This must be stated very clearly. One thing is 
correct: In order to reach the target of DM60 billion of 
net borrowings in the 1996 budget, we need to enforce 
two measures. Some DMS billion can be saved by setting 
a time limit for unemployment benefits or by alternative 
austerity measures. And nobody will dispute that the 
distance between labor, wage indemnity, and social 
benefit must be restored and made clear again. The 
unemployment benefit must offer incentives for taking 
on regular employment, not illicit work. A DM6 billion 
subsidy will be necessary for railroad reform. It is quite 
possible to speed up the sale of the railroads’ real 
property and railroad investment plans can be extended. 


Ladies and gentlemen, you say that cutting federal sub- 
sidies to the Federal Employment Office will play off the 
unemployed against miners or their families. You know 
very well that the cuts will not involve any deterioration 
in Federal Employment Office benefits, and that 
includes active labor market policy, job creation, 
training, and retraining. The cuts have become possible 
because the economic cycle has created the necessary 
leeway with a drop in unemployment. And if, by intro- 
ducing the automatic stabilizers in 1993, we were pre- 
pared to balanve the deficit in this field through higher 
net borrowing and higher unemployment, this asset must 
be used to decrease net borrowings when unemployment 
drops and the cost for labor market policy measures go 
down. I can see no other option. 


Ladies and gentlemen, of course, the Federal Govern- 
ment’s debts have increased over the past few years. 
Nobody will dispute that. But it is only honest and true 
to say that these debts, the borrowing, are the direct 
result of German unity. And anybody who complains 
about that should say whether he would not have 
assumed these debts and therefore have said no to 
German unity. [applause] According to the latest calcu- 
lations, we have financed more than 70 percent of the net 
burden of some DM260 billion by savings and redistri- 
bution. The success of this strategy has been confirmed 
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very impressively by the international monetary mar- 
kets. I agree with one point of the SPD’s motion. It is the 
passage that says that it is not possible to finance 
everything that is desirable. It took you years to find that 
out. It is not yet too late. But you do not refrain from 
deploring an avalanche of taxes and debts, while at the 
same time demanding more money for research, educa- 
tion, and housing. Where is that miraculous cash box’? A 
tax avalanche? Just look at the development of the tax 
quota. You will see that in 1973, 1974, and the period 
between 1976 and 1980, the tax quota was higher than it 
is today. You were governing the country at that time. 
You did not have Germany unity, and look how disas- 
trous your management of funds was. Despite all this, we 
had a speaker yesterday who accused me of triggering the 
squandering debate. If you want to discuss this with 
somebody, I would suggest the paper that started the 
debate. Suggesting that I, together with the paper, trig- 
gered the debate just a few days before the Hesse Landtag 
elections to harm you is something only a sick mind 
would dream up. Blaming me, via Mr. Schilly, for the 
squandering! Ladies and gentlemen, it was high time that 
Mr. Schaeuble shut up Mr. Schilly yesterday. That really 
is a bit much, having to lisien to all that. 


Today we have the final debate on the law regulating the 
EU’s own capital and reserves. I welcome the fact that 
this ratification bill won a vast majority across party 
lines in the Bundestag committees. And we are taking the 
things that are being said in this connection very seri- 
ously. It precisely fits in with my objectives as federal 
finance minister. 


Ladies and gentlemen, it is correct that almost one 
quarter of the Federal Government's tax revenues is 
spent on interests and interest services. That is too much 
in the long term, but it also reflects the government's 
consolidation policy. The high mark for interest pay- 
ments is fixed, and there is little scope for reorganiza- 
tion. If total expenditure is low, as must be the case in 
phases of consolidation, the share of interest spending 
must necessarily go up. If we increased total spending 
out of proportion, interest rates would decrease propor- 
tionally. And the increase in spending for interests and 
interest services also results from integra:..g special 
assets into the federal budget such as the amortization 
fund for inherited debts, the federal railway assets, and 
the fund for German unity. And the obligations resulting 
therefrom are now paid for exclusively from the federal 


budget. 


Ladics and gentlemen, I have to thank you all. | would 
like to thank you, Mr. Chairman, the entire budget 
committee, and the parliament. We will continue the 
year 1995 with a good budget, and we will meet our 
monetary policy challenges and tasks. Thank you very 
much. [applause] 
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Waigel Interviewed 


AU0204150095 Hamburg DIE WOCHE in German 
31 Mar 95 p6 


[Interview with German Finance Minister Theo Waigel 
by Christiane Oppermann and Tyll Schoenemann; place 
and date not given: “Foreign Minister on Hold”] 


{[FBIS Translated Text] [DIE WOCHE] While the 
German people were still trying to come to terms with 
the solidarity surcharge, you made another attempt at 
making them pay up via a value added tax for municipal 
service companies. You have been severely criticized for 
this. Should the federal finance minister be more of a 
sadist or a masochist? 


[Waigel] Neither. The finance minister does not want to 
make people pay up. It is a matter of equal tax treatment 
of private and public companies. In the field of waste 
disposal we have 50 percent private and 50 percent 
publicly owned companies. But at the moment only the 
privately owned companies are liable to tax. The Federal 
Fiscal Court and the European Court of Justice have 
admonished us to abolish this injustice. And that is what 
it is all about. | will be talking to the laender and local 
authorities again to find solutions. If no solution can be 
found, we must expect the Federal Fiscal Court to 
demand equal! tax treatment of public and private com- 
panies—and that will involve all the fields and the full 
rate of value added tax. 


[DIE WOCHE] But what you were really trying to do was 
to open up new sources of revenue. 


[Waigel] This is an absurd and mean suggestion. The 
Federal Government will not gain a single pfennig; on 
the contrary, it will lose some 100 million marks [DM] in 
taxes. One reason is that we have suggested a lower tax 
rate of 7 percent for effluent disposal, but are calculating 
input tax deduction at 15 percent. That puts us at an 
advantage in all the fields where investment is necessary, 
especially in the new laender. But, as I have said, we will 
continue to discuss the metter with the laender and local 
authorities. 


[DIE WOCHE] Because you got cold feet and fear 
retribution, not least from your Bavarian voters? 


[Waigel] I have been finance minister for almost six 
years now and have shouldered the costs of German 
unity, monetary union, and many other difficult inter- 
national and national tasks. All that did not produce any 
adverse effects for the 1994 Landtag and Bundestag 
elections. On the contrary. In the Bundestag election, the 
Christian Social Union [CSU] even won 350,000 more 
votes in Bavaria than it had in the Landtag elections 
three weeks earlier. A finance minister will always be 
faced with attacks. Back in the 1950s the then U.S. 
Treasury Secretary Robert Anderson said: A finance 
minister who wants to be popular has picked the wrong 


job. 
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[DIE WOCHE] There is another cuckoo’s egg in your nest: 
the substitute for the unconstitutional coal pfennig. The 
Free Democratic Party [FDP] has forcefully prevented tax 
compensation. How is this problem going to be solved? 


[Waigel] We will have to solve it by saving. Each 
individual budget has to contribute its share. 


[DIE WOCHE] Could this share be somewhat bigger for 
the FDP- led Economics Ministry? 


[Waigel] The finance minister has to act unemotionally, 
even if such feelings might sometimes crop up. 


[DIE WOCHE] Have the liberals not simply blackmailed 
the Union over this question? 


[Waigel] The FDP must not go too far. It must not over- 
strain the Christian Democratic Union [DU], which won 40 
percent of the votes throughout Germany and the CSU, 
which won over 50 percent in Bavaria. The FDP has now 
exhausted its share of freedom that every coalition partner 
has. 


[DIE WOCHE] Are you considering a grand coalition? 


[Waigel] If we formed a grand coalition today, this would 
only benefit the Party of Democratic Socialism and the 
Greens on the left and would also result in a strength- 
ening of forces on the right. I want this coalition. A grand 
coalition would not solve the problems. 


[DIE WOCHE] And you could not become foreign 
minister. After all, that is your secrete desire. 


[Waigel] My ambitions are very limited. I am making so 
much foreign policy as finance minister that many 
foreign ministers envy me. I am now the longest-serving 
finance minister of the seven big industrial nations. 
People know me better than some of the G-7 foreign 
ministers. If you add my meetings at the International 
Monetary Fund, the World Bank, and the EU, I have 
certainly been involved in more international negotia- 
tions than some foreign ministers. 


[DIE WOCHE] Are you claiming Kinkel’s ministry for 
yourself or for the Union? 


[Waigel] First: Helmut Kohl is a chancellor who dominates 
foreign policy and foreign security policy as nobody ever has 
before. He is a fixed asset internationally. Second: I, as 
federal finance minister, may say that I have gained a 
reputation abroad. Apart from that, Wolfgang Schaeuble 
{CDU/CSU Bundestag Group chairman] is an internation- 
ally renowned partner. Karl Lamers, the CDU/CSU Bund- 
estag Group’s fcreign policy spokesman, also plays an 
important role in the debate, as do Michael Glos, Johnny 
Klein, Carl-Dieter Spranger, and many others. We are fully 
competent in foreign policy matters. 


[DIE WOCHE] Helmut Kohl has declared that this is his 
last term in office. A change in the Foreign Ministry is 
unlikely as long as he is chancellor. 
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[Waigel] There are fresh negotiations at the beginning of 
each legislative term. Anything else is speculation. 


[DIE WOCHE] Perhaps the Union will have to negotiate 
with the Greens at the beginning of the new legislative term. 


{Waigel] Black-green is not an option for us. The CSU 
voters—and I think it is the same with the CDU voters— 
want clarity on our political intentions. A discussion 
about cooperation with the Greens would deter many of 
our voters and would only strengthen the radical forces 
to the right of the CSU and CDU. 


[DIE WOCHE] Does that mean that you do not see any 
common ground between your party and the Greens? 


[Waigel] We are worlds apart, like fire and water. How 
do you want to conduct a common security policy, a 
successful domestic policy, a determined crime preven- 
tion policy, and a sensible energy policy with the Greens? 
I see unbridgeable gaps there. 


[DIE WOCHE] Can you imagine your position changing 
radically, if the FDP is not available as a coalition 
partner owing to insufficient numbers? 


[Waigel] No. On the contrary, we would have to find voters 
for the CDU and CSU from the reservoir available then. 


[DIE WOCHE] But this reservoir includes a certain level 
of Greens voters, such as the upwardly mobile who have 
settled in middle-class neighborhoods such as Hamburg- 
Eppendorf or Munich- Schwabing. 


{Waigel] The boundaries are certainly fluid. I see it as a 
challenge for the CDU and CSU when the Greens’ share 
jumps in certain posh areas or in university towns. But 
what is more interesting is that we are meeting with 
increasing approval by employees in urban and rural 
environments. In its relationship with the Greens, the 
Union must not make the same mistake as the SPD, 
which has been sapped by the Greens. If a party that 
once had 50 percent in Hesse only wins 37 percent of the 
votes now, you can see how cleverly it has been depleted 
by the Greens. 


[DIE WOCHE] Heiner Geissler has a somewhat dif- 
ferent view of that. 


[Waigel] It is exactly that thinking pattern that I want to 
attack. It would be much more sensible for Geissler and all 
the others in the Union who are flirting with these issues to 
deal with the Greens offensively and deprive them of their 
magic. It makes me laugh when they talk about an ascetic 
life and I see Joschka Fischer's distance from the rostrum in 
the Bundestag constantly getting bigger. 


[DIE WOCHE] Helmut Kohl is also speaking of a lean 
state. And apart from that, we get the impression that 
you are getting on quite well with Joschka Fischer. 


[Waigel] There is a difference between greeting some- 
body in a friendly way when I meet him and countering 
him politically in his cheeky and funny way, of which I 
am also capable. I am not afraid of having tough discus- 
sions with Mr. Fischer. But when he sent me flowers for 
my wedding I thanked him. 
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[DIE WOCHE] He sent you flowers? 


[Waigel] Why not? I have met several people among the 
opposition deputies whom I respect. Take human rights 
activist Konrad Weiss, for instance. I would even accept 
him in the CSU. 


[DIE WOCHE] What about Antje Vollmer? 


[Waigel] No, certainly not Ms. Vollmer. She is not ready 
for that. 


[DIE WOCHE] Let us leave utopia and get back to real 
life. Would you advise us to invest in the dollar? 


[Waigel] You will not get me to make a statement. That 
is a mistake that the federal finance minister would make 
on his second day in office, but never again after that. 


[DIE WOCHE] Do you consider the dollar undervalued? 


[Waigel] Yes. The development of exchange rates has 
largely become detached from actual economic data. 


[DIE WOCHE] The G-7 finance minister have refused 
an international support operation. 


[Waigel] We are in permanent contact. You just have to 
know when such concerted action will be successful and 
when not. Intervention will not be successful in trying to 
prevent speculation with German marks. 


[DIE WOCHE] Is the fall of the dollar, which resulted in 
a revaluation of the mark, the end of the European 
currency that was agreed upon in Maastricht? 


[Waigel] On the contrary. Such undesirable fluctuations can 
be prevented by a single European currency. But let us not 
create a false impression: There will only be a single cur- 
rency, if the Maastricht stability criteria are fulfilled. 


Commentary Foresees Debt Crisis Despite Budget 


AU0304112195 Frankfurt/Main FRANKFURTER 
ALLGEMEINE in German | Apr 95 p I 


[Commentary by Heike Goebel: “Next Debt Climax 
Looming”] 

[FBIS Translated Text] The finance minister can chalk up 
this week's budget debate as one of his successes; there were 
no serious attacks. Waigel need not hide his 1995 budget, 
which shows an increase in spending of only 1.3 percent and 
new debts that are slightly lower than those last year. He has 
reduced the number of subsidiary budgets; the successors of 
the Trust Agency, for instance, are fully integrated in the 
1995 budget. As a result, Bonn’s budget has become more 
transparent again. The government can also consider the 
Bundesbank’s clear reduction of interest rates right in the 
middle df the general debate at confirmation of its financial 
policy. 

Waigel’s budget also looks quite good in international 
comparison; apart from Luxembourg, only Germany 
fulfills the Maastricht debt criteria. However, the basic 
data of this budget, which are rather remarkable in view 
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of the still high transfers to eastern Germany, must not 
hide the fact that 1995 is an exceptional year. Favorable 
constellations—in particular the start of the recovery 
and unique special revenues, for instance at the German 
Commercial Bank—have helped to ensure that hardly 
any painful savings were necessary. New burdens, on the 
other hand, were consistently postponed to next year and 
disputes with other ministers were thus avoided. 


The budget offered so few points to attack that the opposi- 
tion had a hard time in the budget debate finding an issue 
attractive for the voters. The most promising attempt— 
criticizing what the government has done for the unem- 
ployed—proved to be a failure. The chancellor's 3- 
billion-mark [DM] program to combat long-term 
unemployment thwarted passionate slogans about social 
cutbacks. And criticism of the reduction of Bonn’s subsidies 
to the Federal Employment Office is impressive only if 
someone has no idea of the context: The subsidy is an 
estimate; only the actual development of the number of 
unemployed and people working short hours will determine 
its real amount. If the planned amount is reduced, not one 
unemployed person will lose a single mark. However, this 
does not mean a real saving, either. 


During the debate the Social Democratic Party [SPD] 
and the Greens quickly moved away from the budget and 
on to more promising areas—the confusion in tax and 
family policy and next year’s debt risks. It is certainly 
useful td pay attention to mistakes that loom in this field 
at an early time. Nevertheless, the suspicion remains that 
the opposition does not have its own budget policy. It 
did not provide any specific figures for proposed savings. 
There was Mrs. Matthaeus-Maier’s usual hit list of vague 
wishes (even less money for the Bundeswehr and for 
personnel)—and that was all. 


SPD Chairman Scharping accused the government of 
pursuing a backward policy without reforms. However, 
he did not answer the question of where he and his party 
would put the oft mentioned future emphasis in the 
budget. Without precise, realistically financed proposals 
of its own, it remains unclear what the SPD wants. 


The 1995 budget has offered the finance minister a 
breather, but nothing more. The curve of new debts, 
which will point downward again only in two years, will 
once again take a sharp turn upward in a few weeks. In 
July Waigel wants to put the 1996 draft budget on the 
table; DM60 billion of new debts—DM 11 more than this 
year—are definitely included. Thus, the next debt climax 
is looming, the question just is how high it will be. 


The Constitutional Court has given the Federal Govern- 
ment a list of duties—making the subsistence minimum 
exempt from taxes, improving the sharing of family 
“burdens, and substituting for the coal pfennig. As a 
result, the citizen is gratifyingly to pay DM30 billion less 
in taxes. They have to have saved somewhere else so no 
one should expect to get rich yet. At the same time, 
billions of savings in the transportation and social 
budget are planned, but the responsible ministers have 
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not yet presented corresponding proposals for financing. 
So far, neither a new increase in the petroleum tax nor a 
highway toll can probably be ruled out. 


The SPD, which tells Waigel about the “risks” of the 
next budget on every occasion, is itself a particularly 
unpredictable risk: In contrast to the 1995 budget, the 
1996 budget very much depends on the Bundesrat. The 
necessary interventions in income tax for the subsistence 
minimum and children’s allowance require the approval 
of the Bundesrat. It is to be expected that its “yes” in the 
Mediation Committee must be bought—and that the 
Federal Government's costs for this and other new 
regulations might therefore rise considerably. Scharp- 
ing’s threatened total blockade of the tax plans will 
hardly influence financial planning in the spirit of the 
urgently needed further consolidation. 


While higher debts have so far partly been justifiable by 
pointing to investments in German unification, now 
they just reflect the inability to reduce subsidies to ailing 
industrial branches and for generous social benefits. The 
finance minister is still optimistic. However, he must 
take his fellow ministers to task more strongly if the 
negative record of DM66 billion in 1993 is not to be 
exceeded. As a result, the 1996 budget might turn into an 
effort which the coalition might not be able to make 
anymore 


Commentary: Interest Rates Cuts ‘Misinterpreted’ 


AU0204150795 Duesseldorf HANDELSBLATT in 
German 31 Mar 95 p 2 


{Commentary by Rainer Nahrendorf: “Misinterpreted”] 


{[FBIS Translated Text] The German Bundesbank could 
not have been entirely happy about reducing its key 
interest rates yesterday and thus triggering a round of 
interest rate cuts; otherwise it would not have been so 
emphatic about pointing out that the interest rate reduc- 
tions do not signal the all-clear for a policy aimed at 
achieving stability and that caution was required in view 
of the latest wage settlements and the rnsks that they 
entail for prices. 


It was also pointed out to Finance Minister Theo Waigel, 
who welcomed the reductions, that it was necessary to 
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continue efforts directed at the consclidation of public 
finances. However, the government is experiencing 
problems in that very area. The 1996 annual taxation law 
will see net federal borrowing once again rising to 60 
billion German marks next year. The courage to make 
adjustments to benefit laws continues to be lacking. 
Count Lambsdorff's lobbying for a law on safeguarding 
the budget is even controversial within the ranks of the 
FDP [Free Democratic Party]. Politics and collective 
agreement policy have not earned the reduction in 
interest rates granted by the Bundesbank. 


That is why the Bundesbank has also taken to arguing 
that the future pressure on prices has declined, the 
money supply is only growing at a modest rate, and the 
increase in the value of the German mark has reduced 
the danger of inflation. However, the Bundesbank is also 
leaning toward the principle of hope in this regard. That 
is because the increase in the price of imported raw 
materials and industrial goods will be compensated for 
all the less as interest rate cuts lower what is fundamen- 
tally the German mark's unjustifiably high value in 
relation to several currencies. Whoever wants to import 
stability at the same time as providing relief for the 
German export industry, which is groaning under the 
high value of the German mark, is treading a thin line. 


The sigh of relief breathed by partner countries such as 
Spain, whose currencies are under substantial pressure, 
indicates that the Bundesbank’s move has been misin- 
terpreted as an interest rate policy geared toward 
exchange rates. That would be the wrong signal in view 
of the excessively low budgetary discipline that prevails 
in most European countries. That laxness poses the 
greatest threat to a European Union based on stability. 


Cuts in interest rates increase the competitiveness of the 
German export industry, give support to the economic 
upturn, prompt rosier earnings forecasts and check spec- 
ulation. However, what will the Bundesbank do if there 
is another storm at sea and the safe haven of the German 
mark becomes more attractive than ever before? Anyone 
who knows the Bundesbank would do well to heed the 
reminder that it delivered yesterday about not wavering 
from a course geared toward stability in any event. That 
leaves little room for imagination with respect to interest 
rates. 
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Pasqua: Deal With Iran ‘Technically’ Impossible 
BRO0304130295 Paris LE FIGARO in French 3 Apr 95  & 


[Report on interview with French Interior Minister 
Pasqua by Renaud Girard in Paris; date not given: 
“Pasqua: ‘I Am the Target of the Party of Denigration””’] 


[FBIS Translated Excerpt] [Passage omitted] So is there 
a “Pasqua connection” with Iran? To soothe the 
impulses of Tehran during the trial of the Shahpur 
Bakhtiar killers, did the interior minister deliver French 
missiles to iran as L’EXPRESS claims? Interior Minister 
Pasqua replied: “The journalists have created a whole 
work of fiction. I lodged a complaint because their good 
faith looks very questionable to me: They must know as 
well as I do that technically it is impossible. Exports of 
French military equipment are done by our armament 
companies which have to ask for the authorization of an 
interministerial committee each time. This committee 
comprises representatives of the various ministries con- 
cerned (the prime minister's office, the Foreign Ministry, 
and the Defense Ministry). The Interior Ministry is 
represented by an official from the Directorate for Ter- 
ritorial Security which ensures that none of the exporting 
companies takes part in activities prejudicial to the 
national interests.” 


On this point, Charles Pasqua knows he has the upper 
hand. His evidence includes the flight plan of the cargo 
plane at the center of the L’EXPRESS allegations as 
released by the Defense Ministry as well as the categor- 
ical denials of the prime minister's office and the Alge- 
rian and Cypriot authorities. If arms were delivered, in 
any event it was not on that day, by that aircraft, or using 
that route (Nicosia airport, on the cease-fire line between 
Turkish and Greek troops, has been closed since 1974). 


Heretic 


The opportunity was too good to miss. Good politician 
that he is, Charles Pasqua saw the chance for a counter- 
attack which he then launched across the board. First 
where past events are concerned: “Already, as far back as 
1987-88, when we rescued the French hostages from 
Lebanon, people were accusing us of having paid out 
millions of dollars in ransom money, and that was a 
complete fabrication. Recently, when Khartoum handed 
over Carlos I read in certain papers that I was suspected 
of having given Sudan permission to cross into the 
Central African Republic to fight the breakaway Chris- 
tians in the south. Really that shows a quite extraordi- 
nary level of ill-will!” 


He counterattacks on a question of principles, too. 
Asked how he feels about a policy alleged to consist of 
delivering arms equipment to Iran to prevent possible 
terrorist threats he does not beat about the bush: “That is 
wholly unreasonable and would probably serve little 


purpose. 
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Charles Pasqua thought long and hard about whether or 
not Iran is a terrorist regime. He weighed his words 
carefully: “I believe that the Iranian regime is undemo- 
cratic and has on various occasions used methods, 
including in France, that are totally unacceptable. We 
have fought it whenever necessary. Nevertheless, Iran is 
a large country with which all the world powers negotiate 
and do business. I do not do business with Iran.” 


However, there was the scandal on 30 December 1993 
when France refused to extradite to Switzerland two 
Iranians suspected by the Swiss of having been involved 
in the murder in 1990 of the brother of the leader of the 
Mojahedin of the people. Pasqua replied: ““Our decision 
to expel the two Iranians to Tehran only came after very 
careful consideration. It was the best course of action at 
the time. As for those who want to teach people a lesson, 
which was the twice before playing a censorship role. 
Nobody can doubt my will to do everything to protect 
France from terrorism—with the exception of making 
concessions or negotiating.” 


What about Marchiani, his old friend and direct adviser 
to whom Pasqua has awarded a prefecture—did he not 
go to Iran on a number of occasions? No tidbits here for 
the eager journalist: “He may well have gone to Iran, but 
not to do deals. We have held absolutely no negotiations 
with Iran. In 1993 I gave back to Marchiani the role he 
played from 1986 to 1988, namely to remain in contact 
with a certain number of countries and to gather as much 
information as he could on possible threats aimed at our 
country. That is all I have to say.” 


One month ago, in the middle of the Schuller-Marechal 
affair, the U.S. TIME magazine published a cover pho- 
tograph of the interior minister with the caption: “Dam- 
age—Is Charles Pasqua Ruining Edouard Balladur’s Bid 
for the Presidency?”” Why, in Charles Pasqua’s opinion, 
does the press—and, it would appear, a certain element 
of public opinion—persist in considering him a heretic, 
refusing him the merit of Repu ‘ican virtue? “There has 
always been what General de Gaulle called the party of 
denigration. | am currently its target. You could say that 
there are certain people in our country, in politics, in 
journalism and elsewhere who are always looking for 
reasons why we should be ashamed of being French and 
of defending our interests!” [passage omitted] 


Chirac on Election Campaign, Domestic Issues 


LD0304113095 Paris TF-1 Television Network in 
French 1700 GMT 2 Apr 95 


[Interview with Jacques Chirac, presidential candidate 
and mayor of Paris, by Anne Sinclair, in the Sept sur 
Sept program—live or recorded] 


[FBIS Translated Excerpt] [Sinclair] For a month now, 
the polls have put you comfortably ahead, even if 
today—specifically, the IFOP poll for LE JOURNAL 
DU DIMANCHE—there is a slight drop in your 
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standing. Do these good poll results make you dizzy, or 
do they give you cold sweats when they are not so good? 


[Chirac] I have experienced a period when the polls were 
not good, from my point of view. You will notice that 
that failed to impress me. What I mean is that it did not 
lead me to change my behavior or my campaign. Today, 
they are better and the effect on me is no greater than 
before. The only thing that counts for me is to undertake 
this campaign, this dialogue with the people of France, 
right to the end. [passage omitted] 


[Sinclair] Yes, that’s why—between November and Feb- 
ruary, more or less, things hardly moved. What is your 
analysis of that? 


[Chirac] I think that during that whole time, the French 
were wondering, saying to themselves: wait a minute, 
why are there two candidates from the parliamentary 
majority? What distinguishes their programs? And that 
question probably hurt me, in their view, I think. Little 
by little, as I unveiled my program, I believe that the 
French realized that there was something else, a different 
kind of politics, that I had a different vision of things 
stemming from a different analysis of the situation of 
this country. So, perhaps, they then grew more interested 
in what I was saying, and that may have convinced a 
certain number of them. [passage omitted] 


[Sinclair] There are those who say that Chirac has 
changed, and those—such as Alain Juppe and Philippe 
Seguin—who say that the Frencu have changed, in their 
view of Chirac. Who is right? 


[Chirac] They all are. There are two categories of politi- 
cian: those who are ideologues—who never change, 
whatever may happen, and wish to impose their ideas on 
people and more especially on events—and there are the 
pragmatists. I am in the latter category, of those who try 
to understand and who continually adapt their reasoning 
to changing events. So, things have indeed changed— 
they are not today what they were 10 years ago, espe- 
cially in the social sphere—and | would add that it is in 
their very nature for people to change. [passage omitted] 


[Sinclair] On that very point, Jacques Chirac, I have seen 
your manifesto—France for Everybody—and there is 
nearly nothing in it about AIDS, unless one counts the 
phrase: Drug addiction and AIDS demand big policies in 
public health. That is true. But when in fact one knows 
that France and Paris are the country and the city most 
affected in Europe? 


[Chirac] As far as we know there are about 45,000 
infected with HIV in France, a quarter of them in Paris, 
half of them in the Ile de France, and at our gates, in 
Africa, there is a real drama. For my part—I don’t know 
why people say that it has not been given an appropriate 
place in the programs, in the projects—for my part | 
have devoted a lot of time to this subject. [passage 
omitted] 
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I think in fact that we have not yet realized that a big 
public health policy is needed as far as both AIDS and 
drug addiction are concerned. In the 1960's General de 
Gaulle defined the big axes of our research—nuclear, 
space, etc. I think that today we are likewise living at a 
time when there is a need to make an effort in research in 
general, and to define the priority objectives. It seems 
obvious te me that basic and applied research con- 
cerning AIDS must form a part of these priority objec- 
tives. | have very often said this. [passage omitted] 


[Sinclair] Are you saying that if you are elected you will 
tell your government to make sure that the minister of 
national education puts this [AIDS prevention] in the 
program? 


[Chirac] Absolutely, it is necessary that it should be 
done. It’s a question of life or death. [passage omitted] 
There is no doubt, this is a national priority. [passage 
omitted] 


[Sinclair] Now, on the matter of health, since we were 
talking about AIDS, you have been the only one to say 
that the growth of spending is unavoidable. Are you 
not... 


[Chirac, interrupting] I was the only one until three days 
ago, Anne Sinclair. Because since then I have heard that 
Edouard Balladur has rallied to this standpoint. 


[Sinclair] Edouard Balladur maintains his objective that 
ii is absolutely necessary to have a policy of bringing 
health spending under control. Are you not forcing a 
considerable U-turn on the medical profession? [passage 
omitted] 


[Chirac] Listen, I think this is a false problem. Here too 
we have a case of one-lane thinking, conformism, lack of 
imagination. In the last 20 years we have had about 15 
plans for reducing expenditures and increasing contribu- 
tions—including the time when I was prime minister. 
[passage omitted] That only results in bigger deficits. In 
1994 we have again had a catastrophic deficit in social 
security—60 billion francs. 


And so, we need something different, a different 
approach. It is simple. Why is there a deficit in social 
security? It is first and foremost because of unemploy- 
ment. So, the first point: a new and dynamic policy of 
fighting unemployment—that will be beneficial for 
social security. [passage omitted] 


If today we adopted the German policy in France, there 
would be a considerable deficit. What creates deficit is 
unemployment, it is not spending. Now, naturally, that 
does not mean that spending has to be brought under 
control. [passage omitted] 


What is needed is a real effort to reassess spending, in 
particular hospital expenditure, with real reform, 
making it possible to reassess and to spend better. What 
is needed is not to spend less—that is irrational. What is 
needed is to spend better. [passage omitted] 
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[Sinclair] Now, then, wages. We have seen the wage 
claims this week. 


[Chirac] Another area in which—allow me to say so—I 
have shown the way ahead a little bit. I can tell you this 
quite objectively. Not so very long ago right-thinking 
people everywhere were explaining in the form of reports 
and projects, etc., that one could only fight unemploy- 
ment in so far as one reduced—between now and the 
year 2000—the wage-earners’ purchasing power. That is 
absurd. That is absurd. 


Now, for months I have been pleading the opposite, 
saying that when there is real work, which results in 
production, then one more franc in wages is not a lost 
franc; it is a franc that goes into consumption. Or it is a 
franc that goes into savings, that is to say into invest- 
ment. And so, it is a franc that pushes us ahead, a franc 
that works for us. 


So, I am happy to note that since then I have won over 
followers here as well, because now Edouard Balladur 
says the same thing, Lionel Jospin too. And the new 
president of the CNPF [employers’ federation], who has 
given a big impetus in particular to the debate, the 
dialogue between the unions and the employers— 
something for which we have to be grateful to him—says 
the same thing too. 


[Sinclair] He says it is a provocation not to increase 
wages when things are going better; but he has also said 
that this cuts both ways: when the firms are not doing 
well, then there has to be flexibility in the other direc- 
tion. Do you agree with this as well? 


[Chirac] It is true that one has to be more pragmatic. But 
this can only work in so far as there is real consultation, 
real dialogue between the unions and employers. At the 
level of companies and at the level of the local branches, 
just as on the big issues at national level. [passage 
omitted] 


[Sinclair] Since what you mean is that social welfare 
contributions will be reduced, they will be put onto 
income tax? 


[Chirac] What matters to the worker is the actual pay in 
his monthly wages packet. [passage omitted] The 
orthodox opinion of all those who say you cannot both 
reduce deficits and reduce taxes—that is quite wrong. 
Between 1986 and 1988, my government sharply 
reduced deficits and sharply reduced taxes, thanks to 
which state income rose sharply. Why? Because when 
you cut taxes—following the age-old principle that too 
much taxation leads to less tax being collected—leads to 
fresh economic activity, which brings the state more 
income in taxes. [passage omitted] 


[Sinclair] Is there no chance of seeing a Chirac- 
Balladur-Jospin debate? You still don’t want this debate? 
It seems that it’s the person who is ahead who doesn’t 
want it? 


FRANCE 17 


[Chirac] No. This debate would have been meaningful at 
the start of the campaign, when the people didn't know 
what the candidates’ plans were. I proposed one, and 
Edouard Balladur turned it down in no uncertain terms. 
Today, a debate of this kind, whatever form it took, 
would only benefit the Socialist Party candidate, because 
it would of necessity lead to a kind of clash between the 
two candidates from the majority, and my aim today is 
not to divide people, but to bring them together. I want 
to bring them together for the second round—if I get 
through to the second round—and most of all I want to 
bring them together in the aftermath of the second round 
if I am elected. So anything that leads to a pointless clash 
seems to me to be a bad thing. 


[Sinclair] So there will be no debate before the first 
round. 


[Chirac] There will be one between the two rounds in 
accordance with our political traditions. 


[Sinclair] Each week brings its own scandal: this week it 
was your turn with the revelations by LE CANARD 
ENCHAINE. I asked Mr. Balladur about the GSI [Gen- 
erale de Service Informatique], so I will ask you about 
this one too. 


[Chirac] Naturally. 


[Sinclair] People are wondering why you pay a rent 
which seems rather far below the market price when the 
company renting to you is partly controlled by the City 
of Paris. So what do you think... 


[Chirac, interrupting] That's completely untrue. 


[Sinclair] ... of this business, and do you think it is 
legitimate—whether during a campaign or not—for the 
way in which candidates live to be thiwwn open to public 
view? 


[Chirac] Oh yes, I think this is perfectly legitimate. To 
tell you the truth, I don’t normally respond to satirical 
papers. In normal times, I wouldn't have responded. But 
we are in an election campaign, and this is a time when 
politicians are sometimes suspected—sometimes rightly, 
indeed—of being lax. That is why, when I was attacked, 
for the sake of transparency I immediately gave this 
satirical paper all the information it needed which would 
enable it to make a judgement. All of it. But that doesn’t 
mean ... [changes thought] ... and this enables me to say 
that what you said is not entirely in accordance with the 
truth, but don’t let's get involved in this kind of debate 
which isn’t ... 


[Sinclair, interrugting] It is in accordance with the con- 
troversy as it has... 


(Chirac, interrupting] It is in accordance with the way 
this has been presented. But what I would like to say is 
that I have not been fooled. I am perfectly well aware 
that this kind of exploitation has ulterior motives, and I 
have discovered what they are. 
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[Sinclair] Oh yes? Where? 


[Chirac] Ah! that’s my little secret. [laughs] [passage 
omitted] 


[Sinclair] Is it all part of the seamy underside of an 
electoral campaign? 


[Chirac] Yes, yes, of course. But this is never justifiable. 


[Sinclair] I would like to ask you a question about 
Algeria. A certain number of intellectuals and artists are 
saying that French entry visas should be urgently deliv- 
ered to Algerians who are persecuted, and also to Alge- 
rian women who fear for their lives, who would perhaps 
just like to breathe freely, as it were. Nowadays these 
visas, as you know, are delivered very sparingly. Can you 
give an answer to this question? 


[Chirac] France is a land of refuge. Therefore, any person 
who is truly threatened for reasons of his or her political 
convictions and freedoms has a natural right to asylum 
in France. 


[Sinclair] There were 18 granted in 1994—that is, one in 
a hundred. 


[Chirac] I don’t know the exact figures, but | would also 
like to say that there is a strong temptation on the part of 
some people in Algeria to come to France, quite apart 
from any question of seeking asylum. We cannot—as 
you well know—just throw our doors wide open. So, the 
thing to do—we have commissions and experts for such 
things, who can judge whether it is justifiable or not to 
grant asylum. When justified, it is indisputable and 
unavoidable. But we cannot grant it to just anyone, to 
those who cannot really justify it. 


[Sinclair] If you come to power the Pasqua laws will not 
be changed? 


[Chirac] As far as | am concerned, no. They are good 
laws that must be implemented. 


[Sinclair] Charles Pasqua says that everyone will be 
needed tomorrow. Do you need him? 


[Chirac, chuckling] Obviously you need everyone in 
order to influence France's future. But if you are refer- 
ring to the idea that some people have, namely that we 
will take the same people tomorrow and start again, 
that’s quite wrong. Those who believe it are wrong. 


[passage omitted] 


[Sinclair] Among those who have not hesitated in their 
support for you, do both Alain Juppe and Philippe 
Seguin look fit to be prime ministers? That's a question 
you can answer. 


[Chirac] No one could doubt for a moment that they 
could be prime ministers. Whether they will be is not my 
mission to say today, as I'm sure you will understand. 


[passage omitted] 
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I think that Edouard Balladur is wrong to take things this 
way and to express these ideas—I heard him today— 
with a great deal of aggression. Everyone can have his 
convictions. He himself affirmed here, before you, in 
replying to your questions, that under no circumsiances 
could a prime minister—and in any case, it was the 
commitment he made, he confirmed it before you—be a 
candidate. 


[Sinclair] That was five years ago, in 1990. 


[Chirac] That's right. And that did not prevent him 
changing his opinion. Because people change, naturaily. 
And because power changes people. Now, in this partic- 
ular case, what I tell you is that I have a conviction which 
has never changed. And this conviction is that dissolu- 
tion [of parliament] was never undertaken for the per- 
sonal convenience of the president of the republic. That 
is a monarchist concept of power which I do not possess. 
Dissolution is undertaken in the case of a major crisis. 


[Sinclair] So, if there is no crisis, there is no dissolution. 
[Chirac] That is precisely it. 


[Sinclair] And if this assembly does not make politics the 
way which today you say is not good politics, is that not 
a sufficient reason to dissolve it? 


[Chirac] I absolutely do not see today—at least, 
assuming that I will be elected—I do not see any kind of 
reason that could justify a dissolution. These deputies 
were elected for five years. One has to respect a consti- 
tution. I want to rehabilitate parliament, democracy. To 
give power back to politics, to resume a democratic and 
republican reading of our constitution. And that 
excludes the idea of the president playing with the 
parliament. | heve always spoken in these terms. [pas- 
sage omitted] 


Le Pen Comments on Presidential Candidacy 


4430404093495 London THE TIMES in English 4 Apr 
95 p 10 


[Report on interview with Jean-Marie Le Pen, leader of 
National Front Party, by Charles Bremner, in Paris, date 
not given} 


[FBIS Transcribed Text] The French presidential cam- 
paign has offered a big dose of the unexpected, with three 
front-runners succeeding to the favourite’s crown since 
last autumn. A further surprise has now emerged further 
down the field: the revival of Jean-Marie Le Pen, the 
veteran candidate of the far right and leader of the 
National Front party. 


Dismissed until lately as a ghost from an ugly past, M Le 
Pen, is harvesting support for his anti-foreigner platform 
that could take him over the 14.5 per cent which he 
earned in his second run for the presidency in 1988. 
“This time we could even break through to 20 per cent,” 
an optimistic M Le Pen told The Times as he consented 
lo be questioned by a British newspaper on French 
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television. With his famous mix of blue-cyed charm and 
physical menace, M Le Pen noted that foreign correspon- 
dents would be exempted from his plan to pitch three 
million non-French out of the country in the interests of 
preserving Gallic jobs 2n¢ racial purity. 


Al 66 and after four decades on the unsavoury side of 
French politics, the pugnacious M Le Pen is revelling in 
his status as a candidate with clout whose favour will 
count especially in the «vent of a showdown in the 
second round run-off between the duelling Gaullists, 
Jacques Chirac and Edouard Balladur, the Prime Min- 
ister. 


For the moment, however, M Le Pen will have none of 
either, nor of Lionel Jospin, the Socialist, as he tours the 
country railing at the establishment clique which he says 
is leading France to destruction from abroad and from 
within through corruption and the spread of Aids. “This 
iS just a contest between a bunch of Enarques,” said M 
Le Pen, referring to the first French presidential contest 
monopolised by graduates of the Ecole Nationale de 
l’Administration, the nursery of the technocrat elite. 
“They all hail from the bureaucracy they spend their 
time denouncing while France is going to the dogs.” 


M Le Pen, whose party scored 11 per cent in the 
European elections last year after peaking in the mid- 
1980s, owes his new wind to a coincidence of factors. He 
is benefiting from disillusionment with all the main- 
stream candidates and anxiety among shopkeepers, arti- 
sans and the unemployed young in the face of France's 
social crisis. He has been helped by the exclusion of 
Bernard Tapiec, the populist tycoon, now bankrupt, who 
appeals to a similar public, especially in the south. He is 
also being helped by new rules which force the television 
networks that long ostracised him, to give him air time in 
proportion to his support. 


Also helping him is a mellowing of the public persona. 
No longer the fire-breathing provocateur surrounded by 
bully-boys, M Le Pen, a former paratroop officer, has 
polished his powerful orator’s skills, casting himself as a 
common man who voices ideas that are normally only 
heard in the corner bistro. “At least I have lived a real 
life,” he said, referring to his origins as the son of a 
Breton trawlerman killed in the war. “The others say 
they have suffered when they have spent the day on the 
ski slopes and done without lunch.” 


If M Le Pen has failed to shed his sulphurous image and 
win the respectability accorded in Italy to Gianfranco 
Fini and his National Alliance, it is because his message 
is one of raw xenophobia. Preaching a gospel with echoes 
of the anti-Semitism of the 1930s, he blames foreigners 
for taking jobs and for crime, Aids and drug abuse. He 
promises to expel three million immigrants and instate a 
“national preference” which will give employment to 
those of French blood. “The subject is taboo for the 
other candidates,” he tells cheering crowds. “It's politi- 
cally incorrect so they rush ahead into a vague idea of 
Europe and the wiping out of France without knowing 
what is going to replace it.” 
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M Le Pen's efforts to rival the front-runners have been 
dented by his reaction to the shooting of a schoolboy 
from the Comoros islands by National Front campaign 
workers near Marseilics. Refusing to condemn their act 
on Sunday, he told a crowd of 4,000 at Aixen- Provence 
that at least it had alerted France to the fact that there 
were 125,000 Comorans now in the country. 


Commentary Views Progress of Presidential 
Campaign 


BRO304151595 Paris LIBERATION in French 3 Apr 95 
p2 


{Commentary by Jean-Michel Helvig: “Fluidity”] 


[FBIS Translated Text] Increasingly fewer risks are being 
taken with regard to the election, saying that nothing is 
being done rather than predict that the outcome of the 
elections is a sure thing. However, the competition for 
the presidency currently under way has taken it upon 
itself to thwart the prognoses. Anything can happen for 
the two qualifying places in the second round between 
Messrs. Chirac, Jospin, and Balladur. We can deduce 
from this, without any possible mistake, that the Right- 
wing team will have at least one of its own in the finals. 
Apart from that it is best to withhold one’s judgement 
because ever since there have been presidential elections 
we have never been in a situation where—at a point so 
close to the first round—three candidates have between 
20 and 25 percent of voting intentions. In previous 
campaigns, one candidate always took the lead by 21 
days before the election, even if he was beaten at the wire 
on election day. The closing of the ranks of the con- 
tenders goes hand in hand with an unheard-of level of 
fluidity in terms of voting intentions. Chirac had barely 
reached his goal of passing Balladur when he peaked in 
the polls and began a slide that so far has not stopped. As 
if the opposition could not stand the too-early smiles of 
the winner. Balladur is paying for this. As for Jospin, he 
does not seem threatened by this disappointment. Of 
course, we still have to leave Chirac his position as a 
favorite, but his rapid decline says a lot about the limits 
of the adhesion he creates. He will take consolation by 
noting that things are not any better for the other two, 
but everything is happening as if the probability of his 
presidential rite were weakening his course. The grinning 
vulgarity of the moment would have it that he pay 
particular attention to not saying anything in order to 
avoid saying anything silly. One would be close to the 
truth in saying that on the approach to the gate of the 
presidential office, Jacques Chirac no longer has any- 
thing particularly new to say. Skilled in election cam- 
paigns, the candidate is losing a lot of his resources by 
sitting in the coveted chair. His four years as prime 
minister and his three six-year terms as mayor of Paris 
have not given him enough to engrave his name in 
marble. On the other hand, his sense of the well under- 
stood interests of the teams around hi 

summed up under the name of the State-Rally for the 
Republic, has not taken long to fade in the words of those 
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people close to him who were carmed away by the 
announced victory. Suddenly, here comes Edouard Bal- 
ladur who yesterday, talking on LHEURE DE VERITE 
[TV program], pointed an accusing finger at those who 
would already divide up “the spots.” This outmnght 
product of the state in question [Balladur] is not the best 
placed to combat those who raised him. However, when 
the sprint is launched every turn of the pedals counts. 
The only thing that ts really certaim ts that things are 
going to get rough by 23 April! 


Presidential Candidates’ Stand on Europe Seen 
9SP20677A 


[FBIS Media Note] 


There is a near consensus among Pars Mayor Jacques 
Chirac, Prime Minister Edouard Balladur, and Socialist 
Party (PS) official Lionel Jospin on the advantages of 
implementing the Maastricht Treaty and the single cur- 
rency, as well as strengthening the Franco-German dia- 
logue, wrote Nathalie Dubois in the 17 March LIBERA- 
TION, even though all three candidates approach 
Europe with caution for fear of losing votes. Jiospin calls 
for a “Europe at the service of the people,” Balladur 
advocates a “Europe strong and respectful of France's 
fundamental interests,” and Chirac says he wants to 
“reconcile the French on Europe and reconcile the 
French with Europe.” 


Similarly, there is no discussion of the single currency 
issue, for any difference of opinion “makes the franc 
trembic.” Balladur wants a possible 1997 date but his 
entourage entertains no illusions, Dubois noted, for the 
most “realistic” date is 1999. Chirac and Jospin favor 
1999, as this would allow them more time to implement 
the required budget austerity measures. 


European Union (EU) expansion to Central and Eastern 
European countries is seen as “desirable” by Jospin, 
“imperative” by Chirac, and “unavoidable” by Balladur, 
all three, however, demand that enlargement go together 
with strengthening. Regarding the southern tier, Jospin 
advocates a “large-scale initiative toward the Mediterra- 
nean countries,” Balladur wants a “Mediterranean alli- 
ance for peace,” and Chirac a “Mediterranean stability 
pact.” 

A common foreign and security policy figures promi- 
nently in the three candidates’ speeches, as do social 
measures, summarized by Jospin as a “new European 
social contract,” and a “European statute on salaries” by 
Balladur, while Chirac focuses on the agricultural sector. 
All candidates stress a stronger European trade policy, in 
order to counteract “unfair foreign aggressions,” Dubors 
concluded. 


Allies’ Views 
According to Fabrice Rousselot, LIBERATION’s 


London t, although the British Govern- 
ment avoids direct comment on the candidates, it is 
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following the campaign very closely, since Europe will be 
“the most sensitive” political issue in Great Britain for 
the next two years. While Jospin’s attitude is viewed as 
“too federalist” by the “Euroskeptics” around Prime 
Minister John Major, Balladur and Chirac are perceived 
as “more understanding of the British position.” How- 
ever, London sees Balladur's 1996 timetable for the 
single currency as a “major problem,” Rousselot wrote. 
Until recently, Chirac was the most popular candidate in 
Britain because of his “more evasive” position, but his 
European program caused a “less enthusiastic” response, 
particularly when he discussed the imporiance of the 
Franco-German partnership. 


According to Bonn correspondent Lorraine Millot, 
Chirac 1s seen by Germans as “unpredictable,” and 
although Chancellor Helmut Kohl seemed to favor Bal- 
ladur when it appeared that he would be the next 
president, Balladur is now viewed as primarily con- 
cerned with the grandeur of France. Jospin, supported by 
Delors and President Francois Mitterrand, is probably 
more aware of German concerns, but he is little known 
in Germany, and his chances are considered “slim,” 
Millot concluded. 


Consensus Noted 


It was expected that Chirac would “noisily break the 
dishes” on Europe, but he has moved cautiously on the 
issue, according to Gerard Dupuy’s editorial in the same 
day's LIBERATION. His announced desire for a break 
has turned into a “tacit wish for continuity.” Now only 
the most attentive voters—a very small percentage—will 
be able to distinguish among the three major candidates’ 
European programs. The withdrawals of Delors, Ray- 
mond Barre, and Valery Giscard d'Estaing—most 
clearly identified with strong pro-European views— 
seemed to signify a certain lack of interest in an issue 
considered “explosive,” and worthy of debate. However, 
Europe has thus far had so little impact on the presiden- 
tial campaigns that commentators see this as a cause for 
concern. Following Chirac’s “prudent” statements on 
Europe, the subject's disappearance from campaign 
speeches indicates that there is not much to say about a 
topic that belongs to the “silent category of consensus.” 
Anti-Europeanism is relegated to the marginal candi- 
dates: Jean-Marie Le Pen, Philippe de Villiers, and the 
Communists. 


Jospin’s Presidential Election Chances Assessed 
9SP20681A 


[FBIS Media Note] According to Robert Schneider's 
article in the 9-15 March Paris weekly LE NOUVEL 
OBSER VATEUR, Socialist Party (PS) presidential can- 
didate Lionel Jospin has increasingly narrowed the gap 
between himself and the other main candidates, Paris 
Mayor Jacques Chirac and Prime Minister Edouard 
Balladur. According to the results of a March FIGARO/ 
SOFRES poll, 56 percent of persons surveyed want 





This report may contain copyrighted material. Copying and dissemination 
is prohibited without permission of the copynght owners. 








FBIS-WEU-95S-064 
4 April 1995 


Jospin to “play an important role in the months and 
years to come,” compared with 24 percent in November 
1994. 


Jospin has done “almost nothing™ to elicit such 
response, Schneider wrote. He has merely “taken his 
time and let his rivals tear themselves apart,” and not 
revealed much about his plans. Jospin thus “won his 
stripes as an outsider” before presenting his program to 
the public on 7 March. 


Despite his populanty, Jospin's difficcities are real, 


geous, and honest,” qualities that voters do not readily 
attribute to politicians. However, he ts not very modern 
and is seen as too theoretical and removed from his 
fellow citizens’ concerns. The electorate does credit him 
with the ability to safeguard social gains, fight corrup- 
tion, and continue “building” a European community 
but judges him unable to solve the problem of unemploy- 
ment. It is generally believed that his entry into the 
presidential race occurred “by chance,” but actually 
Jospin was preparing himself for years. He “trusts him- 
self and believes in his destiny,” Schneider commented. 
He is a “fighter” who hates to lose. He has a keen sense 
of the balance of forces, and can count on socialist unity 
at a time when the right is “exploding.” He has the 
backing of all PS officials—Jacques Delors. Michel 
Rocard, Laurent Fabius, Martine Aubry, and Francois 
Mitterrand. This support is a strong clement of his 
campaign, now that the PS image is improving, making 
the socialist heritage “less burdensome than originally 
thought.” Faced with Chirac’s “opportunism” and Bal- 
ladur’s “conformism,” Jospin will attempt to impose the 
image of a “renovated” left that assumes the legacy of 
the Mitterrand era while acknowledging its mistakes, 
Schneider concluded. 


The 20 March Paris daily LIBERATION published an 
interview with Jospin. Jospin gave an emphatic “yes” to 
the question of whether he has a real chance to win the 
presidential elections, saying to those who doubt his 
presidential abilities, that he has just as much traincng 
and experience as his opponents, having been the gov- 
ernment’s number two man for four years. Jospin said 
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that as a candidate, he has a “feeling of urgency.” The 
president, he said, must “inspire the policies,” which the 
prime minister implements “in compicie freedom.” The 
president must also be the guarantor of “liberty, justice, 
laicity, and social cohesion,” as well as of France's 
security, particularly in the matter of nuclear deterrence. 
The president, Jospin said, must be the decision-maker 
in certain very important issues, including war and 
peace, social cohesion, and the defense of human rights. 
Jospin said that he would immediately dissolve the 
National Assembly if victorious. To the interviewers’ 
remark that he may face still another rightist majority 
following parliamentary elections, Jospin opined that 
this is not “very likely,” for when the French elect a 
president of the Republic, they also accord him a parlia- 
mentary majority. He maintained that although Chirac 
has peppered his statements with leftist themes, he 
remains a man of the right. When seeing Chirac dis- 
guised as a social activist, Jospin commented, he thinks 
of “the sirange grandmother waiting for Little Red 
Riding Hood.” In his view, there are few leftist voters 
who “wish to be eaten up.” Jospin said that the credi- 
bility of the word “socialism” had been affected by the 
collapse of communism, but that leftist values are still 
“very much present in French society.” His program, he 
said, can be termed “social-democratic™ to the extent 
that it attempts to conciliate economic realism and 
innovative proposals such as the 37-hour-week and large 
job-creating programs. Jospin was asked how he differs 
from Chirac on Europe. “Constancy and the strength of 
commitment,” he replied, for he sees himself as “pro- 
foundly European by conviction.” Chirac’s adherence to 
the European ideal, which owes much to his need to 
attract centrists, may disappear tomorrow, he opined. 
On his reasons for opposing continued privatizations, 
Jospin remarked that “dogmatism should be avoided,” 
pointing out that many sectors of French industry might 
have collapsed for lack of capital unless they had been 
nationalized. Even a politician as opposed to socialism 
as Raymond Barre has inveighed againsi the Chirac- 
Balladur privatizations, he said. Jospin pointed to the 
French communications network (France Telecom) as 
one example of an enterprise that should not be “deliv- 
ered” to the Americans by privatization, for it is French 
identity that is at stake. 
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“Catch Quota’ Cited as Accord Stumbling Block 
LD0404093595 Madrid RNE-! Radio Network in 
Spanish 0900 GMT 4 Apr 95 


[FBIS Translated Text] Spain rejects the draft agreement 
on the fisning of Greenland halibut which was reached 
yesterday between the EU and Canada. This is what 
Prime Minister Felipe Gonzalez said. He said that it is 
unsatisfactory and this is what the EU authorities are 
going to be told in a few minutes. Nacho Hernandez 
reports from Brussels. 


[Hernandez] It is expected that about now the Spanish 
ambassador to the EU will tell the Commission that our 
country does not accept the terms of talks with Canada. 
The basic problem is that of the catch quota. According 
to Spanish diplomatic sources, the Canadian offer is of 
8.000 tons for the Spanish fleet while the Canadians 
would be able to fish 10,000 tons of which 7,000 tons 
would be caught im an area only open to Canadian 
trawlers. The Spanish authorities will today tell the 
Commission that Spain needs a 13,000 ton quota, 5,000 
more than the Canadians are at present offering. 


Clinton Decision To Visit Russia ‘Unimpeachable’ 


BRO304 143295 Madrid EL PAIS in Spanish | Apr 95 
pia 


{[Editonal: “Clinton in Moscow”™] 


{FBIS Translated Text] Despite pressure from Repub- 
lican hard-liner sections, Clinton decided to attend the 
ceremonies to be held in Moscow on 9 May to commem- 
orate the victory over Hitler's dictatorship in 1945. Seen 
in historical perspective, that decision is unimpeachable. 
Nobody can doubt the role played by the former USSR 
during WW? nor the terrible sacrifices it suffered. The 
absence of the leaders of the countries which made up 
the anti- Hitler coalition—and above all the absence of 
the United States—would have given the impression 
that the tendency to isolate Russia was prevailing in the 
West. This is precisely the opposite of the message which 
must be conveyed to Moscow at a time when serious 
diplomatic differences are emerging between Russia and 
the United States. 

However, Russia and its role in history are one thing, 
and the policies currently followed by [Russian Presi- 
dent] Boris Yeltsin are another. If the upcoming event 
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focuses on conmemorating those who fought against 
Hitler, this will mnmprove the climate with a view to 
further talks. So far, the efforts made to prepare a fruitful 
Of vieldi 
Clinton and Yeltsin have been unsuccessful. 
The talks in Geneva between Secretary of State Christo- 
pher and Russian minister Kozyrev have evidenced 
disagreements which seem unlikely to be overcome in 
the short term. Russia's aggression on Chechnya is an 
inescapable fact. Even though the occupation of the 
various towns will probably have been completed by 
May, the brutality of using arms in a conflict of this 
nature cannot be ignored. Yeltsin must receive from his 
guests ap unmistakable sign of the indignation felt by the 
Western nations—indeed, a sign of the impossibility of 
improving relations unless Russia changes course. 
Another problem lies in Russia's unreasonable belief 
that it is somehow entitled to veto the entry of its former 
Communist satellite states into NATO. If such a claim is 
inadmissible, this should not prevent close and privi- 
leged relations on security matters from being estab- 
lished with Russia—outside NATO—as suggested by 
[former President] Carter's former adviser Brzezinski. 
Russia is facing security problems along its immense 
borders, problems which its must tackle by political 
means, and Russia's involvement is appropriate in 
dealing with issues which affect the continent as a whole. 
This is a new approach which must be attempted on the 
basis of respect for all countnes’ independence. 
With regard to the subject (crucial for all) of nuclear 
non-proliferation, the United States entertains strong 
suspicions that certain items of equipment sold by 
Russia to Iran may help the latter to build nuclear 
weapons. However, the evidence submitted by the 
United States is not convincing. The reactors which 
Russia intends to sell to Iran are of the same type as 
those which the United States has undertaken to supply 
to North Korea—and they are inadequate for military 
purposes. Be this as it may, 1t would seem reasonable for 
this kind of conflict to be solved with the help of the 
Vienna agency whose task it is to ensure nuclear non- 
In any case, as Kozyrev said, the “honcymoon”™ has come 
to and end. A clearer attitude on the part of the United 
States, freed of the excessive personality hype of earlier 
stages, may be positive for international life and for 
Russia itself. 
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Moderates Urge NATO Membership Debate 
9SENO200A Stockholm SVENSKA DAGBLADET in 
Swedish 13 Mar 95 p 10 


[Article by Sune Ollofson: “The Moderate Party Says Entry 
Into NATO Should Be Tred; Defense Working Commis- 
sion Should Weigh Whether Neutrality Should Be Forever, 
According to Moderate Party Riksdag Member™] 

[FBIS Translated Text] The Defense Working Commis- 
sion should seriously look into the issue of Swedish 
membership in NATO. The military could be forced to 
make such drastic cuts that i ts now relevant to discuss 
jomning the military alliance. 


That ts the proposal made by Riksdag member Henrik 
Landerholm, 32. the Moderate Party's newly appointed 
member on the Defense Working Commussion and the 
party's rising star on defense issues behind Arne Anderson, 
67. who ts presumably finishing his last term in the Riksdag 


Reasonable Test 


The Defense Working Commission ts the parliamentaiy 
group that in 1995 and 1996 will shape the military of 
the 2ist century. After various turns between Modera*~ 
Party leader Carl Bildt and Defense Minister Thage G. 
Peterson, it is now Landerholm’s task on the commission 
to put forward ideas and suggestions on the Moderates’ 
“Thus far the neutrality debate has sat like a lid over 
alternative solutions for the defense of Sweden. | think it 
reasonable and necessary that the Defense Working Com- 
mission see whether neutrality should be forever. Not to 
study and assess the issue now would be profoundly anti- 
intellectual and a historic mistake,” said Landerholm, who 
pointed out that many politicians appear to assume that 
NATO membership is absolutely unthinkable. “Such a 
position is not in Sweden's security interests.” 


Signals a Need for Help 


With respect to the ongoing debate over the fighter, 
attack, and surveillance—with fewer planes than 
planned and doubts about the next order, Series }— 
Landerholm said: 


“In the future if the Air Force were to consist of eight 
fighter divisions, approximately 140 planes, then we will 
have signaled to the rest of the world that it is not our 
intention to defend our country but rather that we need 
help from the outside.” 


The political parties represented on the Defense 
Working Commission have already submitted certain 
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so-called black hoies and already approved and 
announced cuts, the military will cut close to 7 billion 
kronor between now and the turn of the century. 


Hazy Goal 

“You can discuss the wisdor of first asking the OB to 
anticipate the consequences of the parties’ economic 
levels when the future threat picture and goal-setting for 
the military are still so hazy. But I agree that if we are to 
be able to continue to sharpen the military organization, 
it must get smaller,” said Landerholm. 


Tank Officer 


In 1976 Henrik Landerholm, who was living at home in 
Strangnas, became a member of the Moderate Party. 
Later he became the deputy president of the Moderate 
Party Youth League [MUF] and even occupied a seat on 
the Moderates’ steering committee for four years. At the 
same time he was a full-time tank officer at P-10 in 

and he later returned to civilian life and 
became the head of information at Timbro Publishing in 
Stockholm. When Anders Bjorck became defense min- 
ister, Landerholm was called into the ministry as an 
expert. 
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President Kliridhis, Council Give News 
Conference 


NC ‘103121495 Nicosia CyBC Television Network in 
Gr: ek 1803 GMT 30 Mar 95 


[News conference by President Glavkos Kliridhis and 
the Council of Ministers with Cypriot correspondents at 
the Presidential Palace in Nicosia, moderated by Spiros 
Arotis, director of the President’s Press Bureau—live] 


[FBIS Translated Excerpt] [Passage omitted] [Kliridhis] 
First of all, thank you for coming to tonight’s news 
conference. I want to stress that the main part of the 
conference is not going to be a statement by me. I will 
make a very short introduction to the issue and the rest 
of the time will be used to answer your questions. 


Regarding the Cyprus issue, we must mainly be con- 
cerned with where we stand, what are the prospects, and 
what are the new elements—or if you want, the new 
facts—that can give us a more hopeful picture of the 
future. Then, we have to see how the course toward EU 
membership is affecting the Cyprus issue, what is 
Europe’s interest, and what is the U.S. interest. We can 
also discuss the benefits of the joint defense doctrine, 
and even discuss the fact that some might say there are 
no benefits. Finally, we can look into the new rearrange- 
ment in the region and how it could have a direct or 
indirect effect on the Cyprus issue. 


I would like to make a short statement about the Cyprus 
issue. Since the summit agreements in 1977, there has 
been no narrowing of differences on the basic aspects of 
the Cyprus issue. Anyone who claims that there has been 
progress at any stage does not see things in their correct 
dimension. This is because: The Turkish position on the 
most basic aspect, the sovereignty issue, has remained 
unchanged since 1977; The Turkish position on the 
participation of the two communities in a federal gov- 
ernment with a rotating presidency also has remained 
unchanged; the Turkish position on demilitarization has 
remained unchanged—when they talk about demilitari- 
zation they mean that the Cypriot forces should be 
eliminated but the Turkish and Greek forces be rein- 
forced; the Turkish side has insisted that the old guaran- 
tees remain in effect and that we recognize the right of 
unilateral interventions. They also maintain the same 
positions on the territorial issue—that is, 29 plus per- 
cent—and have not moved from there, or the other 
aspects, even during the discussions of Butrus-Ghali’s set 
of ideas. 


Why did they retain these positions? There are several 
reasons. The UN Security Council [UNSC] proved 
unwilling to take any measures against those who violate 
its resolutions. In his report, UN Secretary General 
Butrus Butrus-Ghali made it clear that his good offices 
cannot bear fruit if one side ridicules and disregards the 
resolutions. He repeatedly stressed to us and the other 
presidents and political leaders that his initiative is weak 
because the UNSC members were unwilling to take any 
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effective measures to make Turkey comply or at least 
show some flexibility on the Cyprus issue. 


So, the question was raised: Would continuing the dia- 
logue be productive or would it be another waste of time? 
We felt that continuing the dialogue would have been 
unproductive. However, when the UN secretary general 
suggested informal talks, we correctly participated. We 
acted correctly because from the time the informal talks 
were held and the Turkish positions on the basic aspects 
proved to be unchanged, the United Nations understood 
fully that resuming the dialogue would lead nowhere and 
would only destroy this procedure, the only available 
procedure. 


In light of this situation, we tried—and I believe cor- 
rectly—to speed up our course toward Europe and to get 
Europe interested in the Cyprus solution. At the same 
time we tried to upgrade our defense capability through 
the joint defense doctrine in ozder to make the perma- 
nent Security Council members and Turkey realize that 
Turkey cannot maintair a military presence in Cyprus 
while we are on our own. We also made a very reasonable 
proposal for demilitarization. 


This is the picture that we saw at that time. The current 
picture is different in the following points: First, no one 
is pressuring us to resume the talks if common ground is 
not found beforehand; and second, no one believes that 
there can be progress if the Turkish policy remains 
unchanged. So, currently the pressures are being put on 
Turkey, not [Turkish Cypriot leader Rauf] Denktas. 
Following the appointment of an EU observer in Cyprus 
and his reports, we see new, increased European interest 
in the Cyprus issue. As a result, Europe is suggesting to 
Turkey that it must make a significant gesture before 
talks can begin. We are also seeing increased U.S. 
interest. 


I believe I have said enough. I will stop here so that you 
can begin with your questions. 


[Passage omitted] 


[Correspondent Dhimitrios Andreou] My question con- 
cerns the joint defense doctrine, particularly after your 
recent talks with Greek National Defense Minister 
Yerasimos Arsenis. It has been stressed officially that the 
joint defense doctrine reinforces the Greek Cypriot nego- 
tiating position. In light of the increased U.S. and 
Russian interest, does this also create the prerequisites 
for a solution? Also, Greece has said that it will consider 
an advance by the Turkish forces as a casus belli, but not 
their presence in Cyprus. Could these developments lead 
to double enosis? 


[Kliridhis] The joint defense doctrine is not offensive, 
which is why it is called a defensive doctrine. It does 
stress, however, that any Turkish expansionist move will 
not be an easy walk, because it would mean a Greek- 
Turkish war—and we would be prepared for it. So, the 
doctrine discourages Turkey's expansionist desires. Also, 
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the governments that are interested in avoiding such a 
development feel the doctrine means that the time has 
come to promote a Cyprus solution before anything 
happens. The joint defense doctrine is also significant 
because it makes Cyprus’ demilitarization a priority 
issue. If the joint defense doctrine did not exist, demili- 
tarization would not have been considered a priority 
issue. Everyone realizes that this is not just a declaration. 
It is a reality for which we are working intensely. I am 
sure that they follow what is happening and they are 
beginning to say that Kliridhis’ proposal for demilitari- 
zation is a possible way out. 


Some fear the danger of double enosis. I believe there is 
no such danger. Allow me to explain this. Would Britain 
accept double enosis? By evaluating the situation cor- 
rectly we can see that Britain did not want Cyprus to 
become Greek, did not want Cyprus to become Turkish, 
and did not want half of it Greek and half of it Turkish. 
Such a solution would not serve its interests and the 
significance of its presence here. This remains true now 
that there is no confrontation between NATO and the 
Warsaw countries—meaning that there is no danger to 
Cyprus from communist countries. Neither the United 
States nor the Russians favor such a solution. Of course, 
neither we nor Greece favor that. It is just a fear that 
some people overemphasize and it is far from reality. 


[Correspondent Andoniou] The foreign minister 
reviewed your policy a month before you did. 
Addressing the Larnaca Rotary Club on 22 February, on 
your completion of two years in office, he gave the 
following picture of the Cyprus issue: Today, he said, 
there is a serious relapse in the Cyprus issue. The 
Turkish occupation troops are being reinforced; the 
number of settlers is growing; the Turkish Cypriots are 
continuously emigrating and in a few years we will find 
no community representatives to talk with; Turkish 
intransigence is at its height; and the Security Council is 
not promoting a Cyprus solution. The foreign minister's 
review proves that during your administration, the 
national issue has gotten worse instead of improving. In 
light of these developments, can you tell us what policy 
that you will now follow in order to end this trend? 


{Kliridhis] I share the views of the foreign minister. If 
you were at PASIDI [Pan-Cyprian Union of Civil Ser- 
vants}] and heard my address you would have heard me 
say that Turkey continues to be intransigent, that the 
influx of settlers is continuing, and that Turkey con- 
tinues to reinforce its military forces. These things also 
happened in the past when we were holding talks. So, if 
the alternative was to continue a dialogue to end these 
things, we would have failed. If the alternative was to 
resolve the Cyprus issue by accepting the Turkish posi- 
tions, then there would have been no Cyprus issue, since 
we would have accepted all the Turkish conditions. 


Let me go back to Butrus-Ghali’s set of ideas. We have 
discussed these ideas, we listed them, and we saw that 
the Turkish side did not move from its positions. We 
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were the only ones who moved. Both we and Turkey 
were asked to consider Butrus-Ghali’s set of ideas. The 
Turks did not compromise with them, retained their 
original positions, and the Security Council did nothing. 
Today at least the picture is different. We see a Europe 
that is interested; at that time it was not. The UN 
secretary general was telling Europe not to get involved 
because it would ruin his efforts. We had the United 
States saying that this is not a European issue so don’t 
touch it. Today, the UN secretary general and the United 
States are asking Europe to get involved. We also have 
international support for our position that resuming the 
talks would be in vain. 


I remind you of what Denktas has said. In an official 
statement, Denktas said: The Turkish politicians are 
becoming bored with the Cyprus issue and want us to 
make concessions. The army said no; I am on the side of 
the army. 


This is why I did not negotiate. | was wasting time. 
Therefore, we had to put an end to negotiations until 
common ground is found. We said make sure to con- 
vince Turkey, not Denktas. This is why all efforts are 
directed at Turkey. 


Do not forget that the EU troika told the Turks that they 
have to respect human rights and make a daring gesture 
on the Cyprus issue if the EU-Turkish customs union is 
to go ahead. These factors did not exist in the past. There 
was an isolated secretary general who was saying he 
could do nothing because the Security Council was not 
helping him. 


[Correspondent Kostas Venizelos] In January 1994, in 
reply to a NATO statement about expansion the Cypriot 
Government replied that it was not interested in mem- 
bership or relations with NATO. What has changed that 
today we are asking to participate in NATO programs? 
Do these NATO programs, our application to join the 
Western European Union [WEU], and the military 
maneuvers with neighboring countries fall within the 
joint defense doctrine? That is, is the doctrine being 
expanded? 


[Kliridhis] We have not asked to join any NATO pro- 
grams. We are asking questions and are holding discus- 
sions with Europe and the WEU. What is being discussed 
is how to protect Europe. Since we will join Europe, we 
can express our views on how it can be protected. 


[Correspondent Aristidhis Vikettos] Mr. President, you 
have stressed again tonight that the joint defense doc- 
trine reinforces our negotiating position and our diplo- 
macy. It has been stressed that defense and diplomacy go 
hand in hand. Can you give us some tangible examples of 
how this has reinforced our negotiating position on the 
Cyprus issue and the attempt to get EU membership? 


[Kliridhis] I have already mentioned one outcome of the 
joint defense doctrine: Everyone now considers the 
demilitarization issue a priority. This was the result of 
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the joint defense doctrine. When we were on ovr own no 
one was interested. We were spending money, we were 
buying arms—-many of which were stored and not taken 
care of, though commissions were paid—but no one was 
interested in this. Now, everyone is interested in putting 
an end to our own arms systems and in drawing up a plan 
for the withdrawal of the Turkish troops. The demilita- 
rization issue is becoming significant. 


I moved a step forward on the European issue. For the 
first time the United States approached Europe and 
asked it to get interested in and speed up Cyprus’ EU 
membership because that would give both communities 
a sense of security. The United States was the one who 
was most concerned with the joint defense doctrine at 
the beginning and tried to tell us not to proceed with our 
plans. When it saw that we were proceeding, it immedi- 
ately asked Europe to open up another channel that 
might be able to help with a Cyprus solution. Why did it 
do that? Obviously, the joint defense doctrine affected 
its way of thinking and helped open up the way to 
Europe. 


[Vikettos] One clarification: Which factor do you believe 
was more important in opening up the road to the EU 
and setting a timetable: the joint defense doctrine or that 
Greece lifted its veto of the EU-Turkish customs union? 
What pushed things ahead? The joint defense doctrine or 
the lifting of the veto? 


[Kliridhis] I said that the joint defense doctrine played a 
role in the United States becoming interested in getting 
Europe to set a timetable. 


[Correspondent Androula Giourof] According to EU 
observer Serge Abou’s report, in the informal talks with 
Turkish Cypriot leader Denktas in October 1994 you 
proposed advanced, daring ideas. Who authorized you to 
negotiate on issues—such as sovereignty and the presi- 
dency—that the entire political leadership considers 
non- negotiable? In his report, Abou also mentioned that 
the Security Council has defined the set of ideas con- 
cerning sovereignty and noted that your ideas enriched 
the draft basis significantly. 


[Kliridhis}] First of all, I did make daring proposals 
because I am a daring politician. Problems that are 
continuing and cannot be resolved require daring deci- 
sions. But, what | said is included in a letter, which was 
approved by the National Council, that I have sent to the 
UN secretary general. In my letter I say that we would 
have been more flexible if the Turkish side had accepted 
our membership in Europe. This is because several issues 
would have been raised. | made no proposals during the 
talks. We discussed several issues, but neither side made 
proposals. I believe Gustave Feissel [the UN secretary 
general's alternate special representative in Cyprus} has 
said that no proposals were made. 


{Giourof] But, Abou referred to your daring proposals on 
the sovereignty issue... 
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[Klinidhis, interrupting] And I am telling you that Feissel 
said no proposals were made. [passage omitted] 


[Correspondent Konstandinou] A view exists that any 
policy’s chances of success depend on the political lead- 
ership’s moves as well as the will of the people. At what 
level and in which ways will the joint defense doctrine 
involve the people? Certainly not through better living 
conditions. How do you plan to involve the people to 
make this policy credible? 

{Kliridhis] I hear a lot about how the people are living 
well. I am not one of those who believe that only those 
who do not live well feel that they must defend their 
country. On the contrary, I believe that for a citizen to 
feel that he has to defend his country, he must be living 
well and have something to lose. 


The joint defense doctrine involves the following: 
Because of its past, Cypriot Hellenism sometimes felt 
that it had to deal with the Turkish invasion alone. 
Despite its willingness, it wondered whether it would be 
able to pull it off alone. This was a basic question. We 
said: We are reinforcing our defense, but take a look at 
the numbers. While Turkey has a 70 million population, 
how many are there of us? We have no navy, no air force, 
we do not have this, we do not have that, we have no 
experience. But today we see that for the first time the 
Cypriot people, Hellenism, is saying: We are not alone. 
The entire [Greek] nation will defend this region. This is 
what gives him spiritual power, not the fact of whether 
he is living well or poorly. [passage omitted] 


[Correspondent Andreas Khatzikiriakos] Mr. President, 
you have noted that the Turkish positions have 
remained unchanged since 1977 and you blame the 
unwillingness of the UNSC to take any measures against 
Turkey for the lack of progress in the Cyprus issue. In 
your introduction you pointed out the two new factors 
that have been added to the Cyprus issue: Our course 
toward Europe and the joint defense doctrine. Given the 
unwillingness of the UNSC and the two new factors in 
the Cyprus issue, does your government—as former 
governments did—continue to rule out any procedure 
for resolving the Cyprus issue that falls outside the UN 
framework? 


[Kliridhis] First, 1 would like to say that it is not only 
regarding the Cyprus issue that the UNSC is unwilling to 
act on. There was a period in the Cyprus issue when no 
measures could have been taken because the super- 
powers disagreed. We were surprised to see that even 
after their confrontation ended—and one could say there 
was only one superpower—the UN Security Council was 
still unwilling to take any specific measures other than 
call for a dialogue. This situation led us to some conclu- 
sions. When the UN secretary general told us that he did 
not have the support of the UNSC permanent members, 
we moved—I do not mean just the government but also 
the parties and the National Council members—in the 
direction of the Security Council permanent members. 
We asked, we pointed out, and we stated. Sometimes 
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realized that if this continued we would end up in a 
dialogue that would lead no where, would gradually 
establish the fait accompli, and that the current de facto 
situation would end up becoming the Cyprus solution. 
So, we had to look into factors other than the Security 
Council, things that we could introduce and which could 
play a different role. One of them was the European 
factor. That is why we moved toward the European 
factor. Do not forget the reaction this drew. When we 
asked for an EU observer to be appointed, we needed 
over a year to persuade them that it was necessary to 
appoint an observer. Even the UN secretary general did 
not say: Here is an observer. Then we tried to see that the 
observer would be given instructions and we entered a 
new situation. We were told that we have all the quali- 
fications to join Europe but there is one obstacle: The 
Cyprus issue is unresolved. 


As you know, we have been told that progress should 
have been noted by January 1995 in order to decide 
whether a date would be set for the beginning of acces- 
sion talks. We overcame this as well. Although no 
progress was noted, the beginning of accession talks was 
decided on because it would benefit both communities 
and give them a sense of security. [passage omitted] 


We now have Europe actively interested in the Cyprus 
issue. Also, this may possibly be the first time that the 
United States has shown an intense interest and it is 
considering the Cyprus issue a priority issue. We ask: 
Why did it wake up? I could have qualified this issue by 
referring to the situation around us, the increase in 
fundamentalism, and the concerns of some non- 
fundamentalist states that are next to us or near us. 
However, this is not the time to analyze this issue 
publicly. 


[Khatzikiriakos] The question was whether your govern- 
ment continues to rule out any procedure that falls 
outside the UN framework to resolve the Cyprus issue. 


{Kliridhis] The UN procedure must remain in effect. I 
began by saying that we had ascertained that the UN 
secretary general was ineffective because the Security 
Council was unwilling. Therefore, we had to find other 
sources of support to reinforce the secretary general's 
work. We do not aim to end the UN procedure. We aim 
to reinforce it through parallel activities by other inter- 
ested states or designs. [passage omitted] 


[Penintaex] What do you say about the international 
apathy, particularly on the part of the strong ones, to 
Turkey's invasion of northern Iraq, which violates inter- 
national law? Could the fact that its invasion of Cyprus 
remains unpunished have encouraged Ankara to imple- 
ment the same policy against other neighbors? 


[Kliridhis}] [Passage omitted] I am not surprised by the 
fact that according to their interests, on one occasion 
some countries will say this is an invasion and in another 
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they will say it is not an invasion, it is something else. 
Even after the confrontation between the East and the 
West regarding the new order of things, the international 
community has not managed to change. We have not 
managed to overcome the fact that one country places its 
interests above the principles it has declared. We see this 
happening daily in international policy. We have not 
reached the desirable condition and I do not see it 
happening by the end of the century. The desirable 
condition is that the international community will live 
according to the principles it has declared. 

At one point we were told that the invasion in Kuwait 
was an invasion while the invasion in Cyprus was 
something else. The something else was that we had no 
oil. This is a reality that must not escape our attention. 
So, everyone is talking about the Constitutional Charter 
but does not behave accordingly. This gap exists. [pas- 
sage omitted] 


{loannis Kareklas] As the government spokesman has 
said, the government is ready to accept a “give and take” 
procedure for an overall approach to the Cyprus issue. 
First, what safety valves did the government add to make 
sure that no further concessions and retreats will be 
made? Second, how is this new procedure in line with the 
position declared so far by all the governments—that the 
Greek Cypriot side has exhausted all margins for com- 


promise? 


[Kliridhis} When we say that we have exhausted all 
margins for compromise, we mean that we have reached 
a point at which we have no space to move. Therefore, 
we rule out a nonfederal solution or a solution that 
would imply two sovereign states in Cyprus. This is what 
we mean when we say that our margins... [changes 
thought] Because we accepted a bizonal, bicommunal, 
federal solution, these margins do not allow us to go back 
and say it doesn't matter if the solution is not bizonal, let 
it be a confederation instead of a federation. Given that, 
we will move within the framework of a federal solution. 
We have always had and continue to have some margin 
for negotiations. But, we will give only if the other side 
responds positively on the basic issues, such as the single 
sovereignty, the meaning of political equality, the 
meaning of demilitarization, and the future guarantees if 
we join Europe. [passage omitted] 


[Polidhoridhis] Mr. President, you have given an inter- 
pretation of the U.S. change—a change that surprised 
everyone—in the procedure to resolve the Cyprus issue. 
Considering that these powers are dominant in the 
Security Council and did not take any measures, what is 
the guarantee that our request will be met? These forces 
required Turkey to be put to a test regarding human 
rights if it is to be allowed to join the EU. At the same 
time, we see Turkey invading Irag. Shouldn't we be 
reserved regarding the possibilities and the intentions? 
Also, we have set as a condition that a common ground 
must be reached in order to participate in talks. Several 
times in the past we have raised conditions but later 
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retreated because there was no other possibility. Are we 
going to find ourselves in the same position and be 
forced to retreat? 


[Kliridhis] You have expressed concerns. Of course, we are 
thinking about this. Turkey intruded into Iraqi territory. 
Today, we see that Germany made the first move—it 
stopped sending arms to Turkey and is threatening to take 
other measures. France opposes this invasion. According to 
the latest reports, the United States asked the Turks to 
return to their country. In order to deal with this, Turkey 
called upon the other countries to send forces to create a 
safety zone between Iraq and Turkey that will be patrolled 
by Turkish, French, German, and U.S. forces. The other 
countries are not responding. 
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There is certainly increased U.S. interest. What this 
interest will bring forth is something that we will see. We 
will have to wait and see whether they will make any 
proposals, if they will put any pressure on Turkey to 
show that the climate in Turkey is changing, and we will 
act accordingly. But, to remain inactive because we are 
afraid that they might do this or the other and to 
continue to go to talks with the UN secretary general 
when he says he cannot help us, then certainly this is not 
policy. We must be concerned with the phobia, or rather 
the thought, that there might be dangers. But, this must 
not prevent us from moving and seeing what the others 
are doing because they might do something that we will 
not like. 








This report may contain copyrighted material. Copying and dissemination 
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Arsenis Criticizes Turkish Counterpart’s Remarks 


NC0304 183895 Athens Elliniki Radhiofonia Radio 
Network in Greek 1700 GMT 3 Apr 95 


{[FBIS Translated Text] Turkish Defense Minister 
Mehmet Golhan raised three conditions—including 
Greece abandoning its right to extend its territorial 
waters in the Aegean beyond six miles—for his country 
to agree to the establishment of a NATO headquarters in 
Thessaloniki. In a statement to the Turkish newspaper 
CUMHURRIYET, the Turkish minister clarified that 
the three conditions are as follows: First, Greece will 
abandon its right to extend its territorial waters in the 
Aegean beyond six miles; second, the first rotating com- 
mander at the NATO headquarters in Thessaloniki will 
be Turkish; third, the Air Force and Army headquarters 
in Larissa will be established at the same time. According 
to CUMHURRIYET, Golhan stressed that the Air Force 
and Army headquarters must be established at the same 
time and claimed that by not doing this, Greece is trying 
to maintain its unilateral demands in the Aegean. 


National Defense Minister Yerasimos Arsenis described 
Golhan’s remarks as an obsolete April Fool’s joke and 
clarified that Greece is not willing to negotiate its non- 
negotiable national rights. Arsenis added that the 
Turkish official’s remarks reveal that he intends to 
undermine the efforts of the NATO secretary general to 
finalize the military structure of the alliance’s south- 
eastern flank. 


Police, Iraqi Embassy Deny TIMES Report 


NC0304 184695 Athens Elliniki Radhiofonia Radio 
Network in Greek 1700 GMT 3 Apr 95 


{[FBIS Translated Text] The Iraqi Embassy in Athens 
denied categorically that it knows anything about the 
Iraqi nuclear scientist. The British newspaper THE 
SUNDAY TIMES reported yesterday that the Iraqi 
scientist has disappeared from his house in Glifadha and 
might have been murdered. Prosecutor Poliokostas has 
ordered a preliminary investigation and Athens security 
will carry it out. Correspondent Kostas Tomaras reports: 
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[Begin recording] According to a report in yesterday's 
British newspaper THE SUNDAY TIMES, Iraqi scien- 
tist Khidir "Abd-al-’Abbas disappeared in Athens on 27 
February and might have been murdered. The Iraqi 
scientist disappeared shortly after revealing shocking 
information about Saddam Husayn’s nuclear program. 
The prosecutor has ordered an investigation into the 
British newspaper report. The Greek police have no 
evidence to support the report. 


Iraqi Ambassador in Athens "Isam Sa’ud Khalil denied 
the report explicitly. In a news conference at noon today, 
Khalil described the report as fiction and attributed it to 
the efforts of those who do not want the embargo against 
Iraq to be lifted. The ambassador added that he knows of 
no nuclear scientist with this name. 


Calling upon sources of the Middle East secret services, 
THE SUNDAY TIMES reported that Hamza was 
working at Husayn’s presidential nuclear center and 
defected from Iraq last August. He arrived in Greece via 
Turkey and was living with his wife at a Glifadha 
apartment at an unknown address. From there, he con- 
tacted the British newspaper by telephone and sent two 
faxes with a summary revealing information about a 
nuclear bomb that Saddam is building. The report men- 
tioned a statement by Hamza’s wife saying that her 
husband left the house on 27 February to call the British 
newspaper and disappeared. His wife believes that Iraqi 
secret service agents abducted and murdered him. Other 
reports today link the scientists’ disappearance with an 
Iraqi agent who seems to have been in Turkey and 
Greece a few days before Hamza’s arrival. 


Following the prosecutor's instructions, the Greek police 
have already begun an investigation. A senior official, 
however, said no disappearance has been reported to any 
department. There is also no unsolved murder case that 
might suggest that the body belongs to the Iraqi scientist. 


According to the British SUNDAY TIMES report, the 
Iraqi scientist and his wife were moving carefully, pos- 
sibly used fake names and did not reveal their address. 
Following this, police have asked his wife to appear and 
testify to resolve the mystery. EYP [National Intelligence 
Service] is also trying to collect information but so far 
has nothing. [end recording} 








This report may contain copyrighted material. Copying and dissemination 
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3 TURKEY 


News Agencies Assailed for ‘Distorted’ Reports 
NC0404 103095 Istanbul HURRIYET in Turkish 
30 Mar 95 p 21 


{[FBIS Translated Text] The Workers Party of Kurdistan 
[PKK] has responded to Foreign Minister Klaus Kinkel’s 
statement that “the atmosphere will turn against Turkey 
when the death of the first civilian killed in northern Iraq 
is publicized.” It will be recalled that Kinkel reluctantly 
supported Turkey's cross-border operation in northern 
Iraq. 


The news agencies have distributed photographs of four 
Kurdish civilians who were killed by the PKK in 
Gorumlu village the night before last night. Three of the 
murdered villagers were children. The security forces 
monitored the messages the terrorists exchanged over 
their field radios during the attack on the village, which 
was in retaliation for the cross-border operation in 
northern Iraq. The leading terrorists instructed their 
men to kill “even the mice.” Obviously, three-year-old 
Mehmet Emin Kurnaz, six-year-old Emine Kurnaz, and 
10-year-old Mume Kurnaz were killed in accordance 
with the instructions the leading PKK militants gave to 
their men. They were the first civilians killed since 
Turkey’s cross-border operation, which is aimed at 
ending terrorism. They are the dead civilians Klaus 
Kinkel referred to earlier. However, the photographs did 
not depict the civilians the foreign officials expected to 
be killed by the Turkish troops. They depicted Kurdish 
children who were murdered by PKK militants. 


Shameless Television Networks 


The expected developments did not take place. So, the 
N-TV Network in Germany, which is like CNN in the 
United States, reported that the dead bodies belonged to 
Kurds the Turkish military forces had killed in northern 
Iraq. It screened the photographs of the children several 
times the night before last. Meanwhile, the Euronews 
Television Channel, which broadcasts from Lyons in 
France to Europe, took a similar approach throughout 
the night. 


British Citizens Are Witnesses 


While N-TV’s reports infuriated the Turkish people in 
Europe, British Labor Party MP’s Anne Clwyd and Jim 
Cousins and their adviser Clive Forness visited Gorumlu 
village. They were in the region to report to their 
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government on the cross-border operation. They were 
shocked by what they saw in the village. Replying to 
journalists’ questions, the British MP’s expressed the 
hope that no similar incidents will take place in the 
future. They asserted: “The incident is regrettable. We 
hope that similar incidents will not take place in the 
future. We believe that the Kurds of Turkey, Iraq, and 
Syria must live in peace in the region. Turkey is carrying 
on a justified struggle against terrorism. It is true that 
innocent people are killed in wars. That is a tragic fact. 
We regret the death of civilians. Civilians are innocent 
victims in similar incidents, too. We condemn similar 
incidents in all the countries. Turkey has to obstruct the 
terrorist attacks. We realize that and agree with Turkey. 
Turkey definitely must defend itself against terrorist 
attacks.” 


Atmosphere of Security in the Region 


The British MP’s recalled the rumors in Europe about 
Turkey's cross-border operation and said that they vis- 
ited the region to make an on-the-spot-study of the 
situation. Regarding the operation, one of them said: 
“We are convinced that the European countries have 
taken a positive approach to the operation Turkey haz 
launched on its southern border. Turkish military forces 
have established an atmosphere of security in the region. 
It is normal for journalists to work in northern Iraq, that 
is, if there is nothing to be concealed in the region. We 
have come to prove that. This is my second visit to 
Turkey. Turkish military forces have crossed into 
northern Iraq, which is a part of a foreign country. We 
expect Turkey to achieve its objectives and withdraw 
from the region as soon as possible.” 


The reports that were broadcast by the N-TV Network 
and Euronews Channel has drawn a significant reaction. 
HURRIYET called the N-TV Network yesterday. Press 
Spokeswoman Katerina Glucksmann said that she will 
make an inquiry. She responded to HURRIYET’s ques- 
tion a few hours later as follows: “We have studied the 
situation. We have established that the report was wrong. 
We apologize. The report is being re-edited at the present 
time. We will verbally apologize for our mistake in our 
broadcasts.” Meanwhile, Euronews failed to respond to 
HURRIYET's call. 


The Turkish Embassy in Bonn has issued a written 
statement criticizing the N-TV Network's biased reports. 





This report may contain copyrighted material. Copying and dissemination 
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